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In order to truly understand the events surrounding the assassination 
of President John F. Kennedy on the day of November 22, 1963 one must 
look closely at Lee Harvey Oswald. In the book Case Closed Gerald Posner 
shows a picture of Oswald that is as much fabrication as it is fact. 

Lee Oswald was born on October 18, 1939 in New Orleans, 
Louisiana. He was born into a slightly below middle class family, which 
had lost his father two months before Lee was born. The family included 
his brother, Robert, and his step brother, John Pic. On December 26, 1942 
Lee was placed into an orphanage along with his brothers (1). In 1944 the 
family moved to Texas, and in May of 1945 his mother. Marguerite, 
married Edwin Ekdahl. Stability was not to be found in the home until 
1952 when Lee moved to New York with his mom. The family further 
deteriorated when in January of 1950 John left for the Coast Guard and 
then in July 1952 Robert left for the Marines. In April 1953 Lee was 
ordered to go to Youth House for evaluation by a judge who ruled him 
truant. While at Youth House Oswald was evaluated by Dr. Hartogs, the 
staff psychiatrist. Despite claims by Gerald Posner that Hartogs “vividly 
remembered Oswald eleven years later”(2), Hartogs admitted in his 
testimony that he had forgotten evaluating Oswald until his own report was 
shown to him by FBI agents (3). Upon seeing the report Hartogs testified “I 
recalled everything” (4). Posner claims that Hartogs testimony shows that 
Oswald is a born assassin. If this is true why is there no mention of the 
words that would show violent potential in Hartogs’ report ? The only 
words that resemble this behavior are the words “ passive- aggressive 
tendencies” (5). There are other facts as well that discredit Dr. Hartogs 
testimony. One is the great number of times Hartogs seems confused in the 



hearing. This is shown by lines like “It contradicted my recollection” and “ 

I didn’t know l made this ambiguous recommendation” (6). These lines 
alone show that Hartogs did not truly do as he said and “ recalled 
everything”. Another fact about Hartogs is that he was found guilty of 
inducing a patient to have sexual relations with him during an appointment. 
In the trial Hartogs was directed to pay 350,000 dollars to the woman, Julie 
Roy (7). Does this fact alone not show that Dr. Hartogs is a man of 
questionable character ? Another witness who contradicts the picture 
Posner tries to show of Oswald is his probation officer, John Carro. When 
asked if he saw anything in Oswald to foreshadow violent tendencies Carro 
testified, “ No, naturally I didn’t see it, and I would say that it would be 
extremely difficult in order to be able to make that sort of projection or 
prediction” (8). In the beginning of 1954 Marguerite returned with Lee to 
New Orleans. In the fall of 1955, Lee enrolled in his eleventh school. He 
continued to make mediocre grades and have few friends, probably due to 
his constant moving. Lee turned seventeen on October 18, 1956 and joined 
the Marines one week later. 

Two points in Oswald’s Marine record are the most important 
concerning November 22, 1963. One is his training with a rifle,and the 
other is his security status while an officer in the Marines. These two points 
serve as a foundation to determine whether or not Oswald could have been 
the lone assassin and if he was connected to the government in anyway. 

One of the largest discrepancies in Posner’s book are his statements 
regarding Oswald’s shooting capabilities. Posner makes the argument that 
Oswald was a good shot and had a good deal of training while in the 
military. However, as Weisberg points out in Case Open , the Marines 
evaluated him as a “ rather poor shot” (9). In Case Closed , Posner does not 



mention Nelson Delgado’s testimony in reference to Oswald’s shooting 
ability. This is despite the fact that he actually fired on the same range as 
Oswald, only a few spaces down. In Delgado’s testimony he says,” he didn’t 
show no particular aspects of being a sharpshooter at all” (10). Delgado 
also testified that Oswald’s shots that were misses were also scored as hits 
(11). These statements prove that while Oswald did get some training in the 
firing of a rifle, he did not become efficient with it. 

Also while in the Marines many events occured, as well as Oswald’s 
behavior that raise questions about Oswald’s possible government relations. 
September 12, 1957 he arrived in Japan and was based at Atsugi. While 
stationed there Oswald shot himself in the arm playing with a .22 caliber 
derringer. Despite the fact that he was to be court- martialed for carrying 
an unauthorized gun, his proceedings were postponed until April 11, 1958. 
Another possible signs of government intervention includes the fact that 
despite the numerous reports of Oswald’s Russian behavior, his clearance 
to handle classified information was never taken away (12). This is very 
questionable, because at the time Russia was sending spies, etc. and defense 
information was extremely classified so that no leaks would occur. This 
brings up another blatant Posner lie in Case Closed . In Weisberg’s book 
Oswald in New Orleans he explains Oswald’s clearance in the Marines and 
quotes direct testimony. Oswald’s former superior officer, Lt. John E. 
Donovan, testified that “ He must have had a secret clearance to work in the 
radar center, because that was a minimum requirement for all the 
men”(13). This is a direct contradiction of Posner’s statement that “Oswald 
had the lowest security clearance ‘ confidential’ “(14). Another statement 
that contradicts Posner’s is the testimony of Delgado. Delgado testified that 
Lee had access to “ secret data” and that Oswald was placed in “ the silent 



area. That is the war room”(15). These statements certainly raise some 
doubt, at the least as to whether or not Posner’s statement about Oswald’s 
clearance in the Marines is correct. 

Oswald received a second court- martial for fighting on June 27, 
1959. He was then given a dependency discharge for his mother. On 
September 11, 1959 he was discharged from the Marines. Upon arrival at 
home he began to plan for his defection to the Soviet Union. 



Oswald's time in Russia was not that pleasing as Oswald thought it 
would be. Oswald worked as a metalworker in the Belorussian Radio and 
TV factory. He was not happy because when he got to Russia he had told 
the authorities that he was interested in studying economics, philosophy, 
and politics. Oswald got his own appartment and it was pretty good for 
someone with very little money. He liked all the attention he got for being 
a foreigner. He wanted to be a citizen of Russia. He joined a hunting club. 
He liked that at first but then he quickly stopped going. That was probably 
because he was a horrible shot. Nosinko, a KGB defector told stories that 
they laughed at Oswald because he was a horrible shot. They used to give 
him some of there own kill so that Oswald would not go home empty- 
handed. After a few months he got tired of working and became very lazy. 
He did not enjoy Russia like he thought he would. One night a trade union 
dance he met Marina. Soon after they got married. All the while Oswald 
still did not like Russia any more and wanted to get out. He applied for 
visas for him and his wife. They had to wait for a while before they got 
them. Then they returned to the U.S. together. 

Oswald’s domestic life is an important part of his biography it shows 
what he had done in the many years before the day of the president’s 
assassination. This includes what he does in his free-time, how his relations 
are with his wife, and the people he associates with. 

Oswald’s relationship with his wife was a rocky one. Marina his 
wife, treated Oswald pretty good. A fact that is very obvious is that 
Oswald loved to read. Ever since his childhood Oswald had been known to 
read books. After he had come back from Russia he spent almost all of his 
free-time reading books. He would go to the library after work and check 
out a book to read. Marina testified that the books that he read were of a 
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historical nature rather than fiction or literature. Oswald read so much 
that when it became late at night he would go sit in the bathroom and shut 
the door so that he could read while Marina was sleeping. About everyone 
who had lived with Lee and Marina testified that they had seen him reading 
some kind of book. When Marguerite Oswald was asked “Did he read 
books much while he was living with you,” she replied “Yes, he read 
continuously. He went immediately to the library upon coming to the 
United States. He read continuously. All kinds of books.” (II. Al) Also 
Robert Oswald was asked if he had seen Lee read any books and he replied, 
“Of course, I have seen him lead various books. I never did see him read a 
book-unless the covers-or perhaps if I picked it up-it didn’t indicate 
anything about communism or socialism. He did like to read. He read 
quite a bit. And by this, 1 have observed him to read anything from funny 
books to novels, to westerns, the full scope. He liked American history. I 
have seen him read American history a great deal.”(II. Bl) As you can see 
these two witnesses are very pos tive about Oswald’s continuous reading. 

Oswald’s relationship with Marina was sometimes rocky. He spent 
alot of time reading so he did not spend that much time with her. Oswald 
is said to have physically abused Marina often in Gerald Posner s book 
Case Closed . Posner makes it look like he had a horrible temper and that 
when Oswald got nervous or mad he would hit Marina. But in reality 
there are very few times where Oswald hit Marina. Marina testified that 
Oswald did not hit her often. She points out one special time when they 
were arguing about her going back to Russia. He wanted her to go but she 
did not know why he wanted her to do that. He got frustrated and he hit 
her. Another time she said he hit her was when she wrote a love letter to 
her old boyfriend back in Russia saying how much she missed him and how 
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she wishes she would have married him. Something was wrong with the 
letter so it was returned to the Oswald's residence. Lee found it and made 
her read it aloud to him. After what he heard he was so mad that he hit 
her. Posner says in his book “reactions to FBI interviews led to more 
physical abuse of Marina.” There is no testimony of that beating. 

Marguerite Oswald once saw Marina with a black eye and asked her how 
she got the black eye. Marina did not tell her so she asked Lee. He 
responded by saying it is none of your business. In the Warren reports 
Marguerite is asked “Is there any other time that you recall that you saw 
that she had bruises or a black eye? Marguerite responded, “No sir, that is 
the only time ”(1I. Cl) Lee’s brother Robert was also questioned on the 
same subject. Robert was asked, “Was there ever a discussion in your 
presence by anyone, including your brother and/or your sister-in-law, on 
the subject of his having physically harmed her?” he responded, ‘ No sir, 
there was not.”(II. Dl) As you can see there are not that many instances in 
which there was proof of harm done to Marina. 

Oswald was also known to have attended right-wing party meetings 
in some of his free-time. He is said to have been keeping tabs on the right- 
wing activities and movements. He was very interested in General walker, 
he did not like him at all. When Marina was asked if Lee disliked anyone 
in the U.S. she stated General Walker. When Mr. Paine was questioned 
about it in the Warren Report. Paine was asked, “ Confining the Senator’s 
question to the meeting in April, he didn’t indicate in any way that he was 
familiar with Walker’s attitude or activities?” Paine, replied, “ He was 
familiar with Walker. He knew who Walker was, there was no doubt about 
that. We were talking about Walker.”(II. El) Oswald did not like Walker 
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and that was very weird that he put so much interest and time into one man 
and his party. 



Lee Oswald: Government Relations 



Was Lee Harvey Oswald an informant, agent, or in any way 
associated with any United States Government agency ? The truth may 
never be known because Oswald is dead and our government is not good 
with the truth in regards to the assassination of John F. Kennedy. However 
there is evidence that would lead the average American to believe that 
Oswald had ties to the government or atleast received treatment 
uncharacteristic of an everyday citizen. Lee Oswald had a place in the 
United States government. The trick is to determine what it was. 

The first instance of Oswald’s possible relations dates back to his 
days in the Marines. There has always been speculation that Oswald had 
something to do with the downing of the U-2 spy plane over Russia since 
his defection coincides with tira^Hlen it was downed (Oswald had defected 
to the USSR when the plane was downed). This is mere speculation but the 
fact that Oswald had been transfered to a base in Japan which was the sight 
of the U-2 plane gives it little but some credence. More interesting is the 
fact that Oswald had “Secret “clearance at the airbase. He was also trained 
in Russian and spoke it fluently. Is this the normal training and clearance 
of an at best average marine? 

Oswald, obsessed with Russia and it’s way of life, defected to the 
Soviet Union in 1959. While in Russia he never renounced his U.S. 
citizenship and had numerous contacts with the U.S. embassy. This is 



strange activity from a defector. The strangest part of Oswald’s defection 
is his subsequent return to the United States. After two years Oswald was 
granted return and renewal of his passport. A more revealing factor that 
hints at government ties was Marina’s arrival in this country. She was in 
fact not eligible to even enter this country. “ She could not have met the 
requirements of the law” (III. Al). Marina would not have been able to 
enter the country without government help. It would seem the government 
had intervened but “ it can not be concluded that the State Department 
might not have evolved some mechanism.” (III. A2) “But the law is clear; 
she was not eligible for entry into the United States.” (III. A3) Marina 
Oswald could not have entered this country without help. Who better to 
help then the government. Another aspect of Oswald’s return that is 
unusual is his receiving of a government loan to cover travel expenses back 
to the U.S. despite his failure to meet one of the requirements. The 
requirement states that to receive a passport a person’s “loyalty to the 
United States Government is beyond question.” (III. A4) Does this sound 
like the characteristic of a defector? The government said this aspect was 
over looked because of “compelling reasons.” This “compelling reason 

i 

could very possibly be that Oswald was desired back in this country, and 
possibly by the government. 

Once back in the country Oswald’s possible ties to the government 
became more evident. Oswald was very active in Cuban propaganda. 
Despite this “communist” activity Oswald’s name was never given to the 
Secret Service. Oswald’s mother believed he was gome sort of agent. 

Robert Oswald stated that his mother had knowledge of facts in writing that 
almost conclusively proved to her that Oswald was an agent of the CIA. 

On one instance Oswald told Pauline Bates he was an agent. Why would 



Oswald say something like this ? Because it was true and he felt no one 
believe him? 

It is possible that Oswald may have been an agent of the FBI. In a 
Commission executive session Mr. Rawkin (actually Rankin) states that he 
was informed by the Attorney General of Texas, Wagner Carr “that 
Oswald was acting as an FBI undercover agent , and that they had the 
information of his badge which was given as Number 179, and that he was 
being paid two hundred a month from September of 1962 up through the 
time of the assassination.” (III. Bl) When asked were this information 
came from, Carr stated from the “defence council of Ruby.” (III. B2) Is it 
possible for Oswald to have been a FBI agent? Most critics believe that if 
Oswald was a government agent then he was more likely one of the CIA. 

In any case there is evidence that points to Oswald as an agent. There was 
never a chance that Oswald would have been proven to be an agent. The 
Commission would see to that. “Mr. Jaworski, of Watergate Special 
Prosecutor, helped the Commission avoid any investigation of the Oswald- 
informant rumor he thought “had some substantial information back of 
tit”.” (III. Cl) It was clear Oswald would never be fingered as a 
government agent. 

The Commission stated in it’s report that Oswald was not an agent of 
the CIA or the FBI. They stated they had “access to the complete files.” 
Infact the Commission only saw what they wanted them to see. Did they 
see the truth? Weisberg stated it best by saying, “What did the Commission 
expect, that any agency with which the presumed assassin of the President 
had been associated was going to rush forth and claim credit for him or his 
terrible crime.” (III. Dl) It could not have been said better. 



Lee Harvey Oswald may or may not have been an agent of the 
United States Government but questions have been raised. Will it ever be 
known if Oswald was an agent? No, because the truth scares those who 
have the power to tell it to the American people. 
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Dr. Hartoos. Yes; I do that, either n mental hospital or training school or 
residential treatment center, but 1 do not recall In (Ills case wlmt I recommended. 

Mr. Lir.nEi.rn. But you do recall quite dearly that you did recommend, be- 
cause of thin boy's personality pattern, disturbance? 

Dr. IIartoos. Yes; that he should not be placed In the community. 

Mr. Liruri.er. Or placed on probation? 

Dr. Hartoos. Yes; that Is right. 

Mr. Lieiiei.er. Ho you recall being Interviewed on I Ills question by the FIH7 

Dr. Hartoos. Yes. 

Mr. Lir.nr.Lcm. Do you remember approximately when they Interviewed you^? 

Dr. Hartoos. No ; I don’t know the date. 

Mr. LiKnEi.ER. Do you remember that you told them I he same thing, that la, 
that you recommended Institutionalising Oswald ns n result of his psychiatric 
examination which Indicated that he was potentially dangerous? 

Dr. Hartoos. Yes. 

Mr. Likdeler. Would you tell us how you first became aware, after the assas- 
sination, that Lee Oswald was a child with whom you had had previous 
contact? 

Dr. Hartoos. The find time was, I rend It In the newspaper, Justice Kelley, 
Jon know, Florence Kelley, made a statement to Ihe press that Oswald had 
been In the Youth House, and she revealed details of the psychiatric report 
which Immediately made me aware of the fact that I was the one to examine 
the child, because this wns my wording. 

Mr. Liedeler. Do you remember the wording? 

Dr. Hartoos. For Instance, Incipient schizophrenia. I think she used; poten- 
tially dangerous la something which I use. These ore some of the expressions. 

Mr. Lieheler. These expressions are peculiar to your particular type of work? 

Dr. Hartoos. Yes. 

Mr. Liekeler. And not generally used hy others? 

Dr. Hartoos. And by me generally In dealing with children. 

Mr. LiEnEi.ER. Did you keep the uewspni>er clipping by any chance that In- 
dicated this? 

Dr. Hartoos. No, no. 

Mr. Liebeleh. What did you do after you learned or became aware that 
Oswald was a child with whom you had had contact? 

Dr. Hartoos. I didn’t do anything. I didn’t do anything, but the New York 
Times sent n reporter, and he questioned me on whether I was the one to ex- 
amine this child, been use they rend It, and I wild that I did not know for 
sure, but It Is possible. 

And wlmt hnpi>enrd then? Then very soon the Fill came In here and said, 
"You are the doctor who examined Oswald.” and from then on I know for sure 
that It wns me, been use they must have rend a reimrt. 

Mr. Lieoteler. Now, up until tlie time that the Fill came and nnhl that you 
were the doctor who Interviewed Oswald, did yon still have some doubt In your 
mind ns to whether yotl had actually Interviewed the boy? 

Dr. Hartoos. I wns not convinced, I wns not sure, until 1 then reconstructed 
everything In my mind. 

Mr. Liriieler. As you luive Indicated, hy recnlllng 

Dr. Hartoos. That Is right, then I recalled everything. 

Mr. Lif.hei.kr. l)ld you make any statement to television people In connection 
with this at nil? 

Dr. Hartoos. About Oswald? 

Mr. Likdeler. Yes. 

Dr. Hartoos. No; on tlie day after President Kennedy died, the television 
people asked me to make n statement on television In general about why some- 
body might kill the President. I did not mention any inline. I did not refer 
to any Individual. I Just made some general psychiatric remarks ns to what 
kind of a person would kill the President. 

Mr. Lir.nn.ER. Do you recall approximately wliat yon said? 

Dr. Hartoos. That a person who would commit such an act has been very 
likely a mentally disturbed person, who has a personal grudge Rgnlnst persona 
In authority, and very likely Is a person who In Ills search to overcome hla own 
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Mr. Lir.nr.urai. Would you rend the rctwirt mid toll tot If Mint h ( lie report 
Ihnt yon prepared nt Mint Mine? 

Dr. II artoor. Tim I In right. flint In ll. Interofttlng. 

Mr. Lrr.nr.LER. Doctor. In your recollect Inn refreshed nfler looking m u, 0 
refrort flint you made nt Mint time? 

Or. Il.urronn. Yon. yon : flint in Mie dlngtmnln. "pcrsonnlfty put lorn disturbance 
with schizoid feature* nml pnnnlvo— aggressive tendencies." Yon. 

Mr. Lir.nrt.rn. On page I. nl llio ror.v IiorIiiiiIiir of (lio re|>ort. you wrote nt 
Hint f lino, did you not. “Thin 13-yonr-old. wolM.ulll. welli.ourlshcd hoy wnn 
remanded lo Ymilh llnuno for (lie first time on charge of truancy.” 

I)r. Harbour. Vpr. 

Mr. Lieiiei.br. <hi tho Innt |wige of the reiiort I here In n nooiioti null Mod “Rntit- 
mnry for Crohn lion Ofllcer’R Ue|iort,” In I here not? 

Dr. Hartoos. Yon. 

Mr. Lirnrt.r.R. And you wrote there, nbout two or three nenteuoen down, did 
jnu not, “We arrive therefore nt tho rrrntttnieiidnllon Mint ho nliould In* plnoed 
on probation under t ho condition Mint he noek help mid Riildnnoe IhrmiRh con- 
tort with n child guidance clinic, where he nliould lie trrnled prefernldy hy n 
mule pnyehlntrlnt who could niihntllule. lo n cerle'it dcprcc nt leant, for the 
tack of fnther figure At the nnmo Mine. Iil.n mod *r nliould he urged lo neek 
peychothernpeuMc Ruldnnce through coutnct with n fmnlly agency. If thin 
plon does not work out fnvornbly nod Lee emiuot oo|iemle In Mils I rim I men I 
plnn on nil nutpntlont hnnln, retnovnl from I lie home nml placement could l»e 
rwnrted lo nt n Inter dnte, hut It In our definite Impression Mini treatment on 
probation nliould he tried out before the nlrlcter nml therefore |M»sslblv more 
hiirnifiil plncenienl nppronch In applied to the rime of Ihln Imv?” 

I>r. Hartoor. Yen. It contradicts my recollection. 

Mr. Liereier. Yen. An you now rend your re|»ort — nml It In jierfecfly under- 
ifnndnhle that It In nomethliiR tlint might not he remembered 1 1 yenrn nfler the 
treat ; I Imre no recollection of what I wnn doing 1 1 yenrn ngo. 

Dr. Hartoor. I did not know thnt I made thin nmhlRitoun recoinitiomhttioii. 

Mr. Li kukleii. An you rend Ihln report nml rellcct on Ihln re|tort nml on the 
boy, Oswnld. nn he In rerenled tliroiiRh It, do yon think Ihnt powdbly ll niny 
hnre been somebody elne thnt wnn Involved In the nonilnnr or are von convinced 
thnt It wna 0«wn!d? 

Dr. Hartoor. No: that wnn Onwnld. 

Mr. Lierelbr. Thnt wna Oswald? 

Dr. Hartoos. Yen. 

Mr. Lterbler. It would not nppenr from thin re|H»rt Hint you found nuy indl- 
rntlmi In the character of Lee Onwnld nt thnt time that would Indicate thin possi- 
ble Tlolent outburst, la there? 

Dr. Hartoos. I didn’t mention It In the report, nml I wouldn't rernll It now. 

Mr. LfcnELEn. If you would Imre found It, you would hnve mentioned it In the 
report? 

Dr. Hartoos. I would hnve incnllniipd It; yen. I Junt Implied It with the 
rtlHRnoaln of im.snlve-nggrcnnlve. It menun Mint we nn* dealing here with a 
jonngnter who wan hiding behind n seemingly pnn.nl ve. detached facade nggres- 
non hostility. I menu thin In whnt I thought wnn quite elenr. 1 did not nnv 
that lie hnd nnsnultlve or hmnlcldnl potential. 

Mr. Lierelbr. And lit fnct. nn we rend through the report. I here in no mention 
of Hie words “Incipient schizophrenic’’ or “potentially dangerous- In || H » rciH.rf. 

I)r. Hartoor. No ; I don’t know where she hns It from. Inti ihcse are mv words 
I nse It In other re|w»rtn. hut here It Is not. 

Mr. LiEnBT.BR. “Cnsnlve-ncgresnlve tendencies” are fairly common In occur- 
rence. nre they not nmoug.st people? 

Dr. Hartoor. No; It in not no common. It In the leant common of llic llirec 
personality fra Its. It I* either n pnn*|ve-dr|>cndctit child nr an aggressive child, 
■nil there Is n pnsslve-aggrcnnlvt* child. The pnsnh e-aggressive one Is Ihe least 
common. 

Mr. Lf riiri.br. "mild you describe for us briefly wlinf the passlve-nggrenslve 
tendencies nre. how do they mniiifent theninelvrn. whnt do they Indicate? 
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nM JiiHt Initially n truancy nil nation, not 
liH|ih'iit behavior. No; I would definitely 
a* — I iiIho him* lind Iniy* whom wo have 
i r defective, mentally retarded. finite psy- 
m of mental Illness, of d 1*1 tirhn nee* (hot 
than llmse displayed by Oswald: mid the 
I In* court was certainly of n tniK*h more 



ipi>ear to you at that time to be a real 

ivr problems, bill one of the problem*! In 
I III?* boy Men! lo I lie New York Trnlnlnp? 
the fact Ir Unit the New York Training 
•llmpient boys who eon unit crimes, renlly, 
enlly erlmlniil belinvlor; and you brand It 
inches IsM-nuse be Ir under 10. You don’t 
nit of rcIumiI. It Ir for bnyn who eoinmlt 
bt, Warwick did not have wlint this boy 
And that Ir why he wsb not Rent to the 
b Ih Warwick. for I be more serious boy. 
•Ion lo plnee a boy awny who come* In for 
pitsAlvc dellmpieut net. It Ir not an act 
j*M or doeM linrm to oilier people. It Ir an 
i ool rather Ihnu tin nggre**lve lifting out, 
Injurylng persons or other thing*. And 

hnt we wanted placement and the renoou 
I Instance wiir because nit hough you may 
lere I* ulwny* someone In I lie community 
hcMltnle lo pul n l*iy nwny If some plan 
court In Roditl work feel* Mult I here 1* no 
the best of IiihIIIiiIIoiir that you can place 
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hud no father: he wasn't going to achool; 
was working with the family, lie wn* 
‘derision all day. lie wasn't mixing with 
erted young man. lie didn’t want to go to 
lug going for him outside, 
ill that, that Id* mother didn’t *liow nny 

«he didn’t want to cooperate and there 
leer could hang my hat on to any, "Keep 
other will see him through, between hla 
’here wns nothing there out of the total 
•utcli to help him Ree these tlilngR through. 

RRona that prompted you to recommend 
xtreine mental disturbance In the boy 

■mm total of the environmental factors 
Manifestations of mental disturbance or 

that his particular type of truancy was ft 
mt jou many times run Into where the 

Just go out 

know. 

ir different because Oswald Just had a 
Islon? 



Mr. Ltrnrj.r.n. Or did you think that the fact that lie hail this different 
of truancy was n reflect Ion of some sort of mental disturbance on Osw 
part, or would you sny that It was Just ns much a function of environment, 
environment that he found himself In here In New York? 

Mr. Carro. Well. I don’t think there Is Rny question In my inlnd that the. 
wns an Inability to adapt, to adapt from the change of environment. One of th 
things that probably Influenced me In this Is that I mine to New York City when I 
wns 1) yenrs of ngc and when I came here 1 didn’t R|>enk a word of English, 
nnd I lived In what we mil East Harlem, In on nren where there wns a Puerto 
Rlcnn community within n Negro area, nnd I recall when I went to school 
there were four Puerto Rlcnn boys In a clnss that wns otherwise all Negro, 
and I used to virtually run home every day In the first 2 months l lived In 
the city, been use at one i*dnt or another the Negro hoys wotald be wnltlyg for 
me outside to take my |»eiicll*, my money, and nnythlng that I had In my hands. 

I remember my mot lie r bought me n pair of skates nnd I don’t think I was 
downstairs for 10 minutes w Mi the skates— I don’t think I was down there for 
10 minutes before they took them nwny from me. And I Just stayed upstairs 
and watted for my mother at fl o’clock. 

Then eventually I made friends with the other three Imys. nnd when somebody 
took my books, one of the other boys stnyed with me. nnd I fought with the 
Negro boys until things worked out— nnd, as I remember, things didn’t work 
out. I had to transfer to another school. 

But I can see this kind of reaction taking place. You meet the situations. 
Either you meet them bend on or you retreat from them. 

Nmv he apparently had one or two Incidents where he wns taunted over his 
Inability to speak the same way that the kids up here speak nnd to dress the 
same way or even comb his Imlr— you know, here the kids wore pegged pants 
and they talked In their own dltty-bop fashion. There Is no— that this kid 
was a stranger to them In mores, t'ulture anil everything else, nnd apparently 
he could not nmke that adaptation, nnd he felt Mint they didn’t wnnt any 
part of him nnd he didn’t want nny part of Ihein, nnd he Reomcd self-sufficient 
enough at the time that I recall that I asked him. He felt he wasn’t learning 
anything In school and that he luid other, more Important things to lenrn and do. 

Now, whether tills was an artifice on his part, you know, n mechanism, I don’t 
know— but It didn’t— let me say It didn’t trigger nny reaction on my part thnt 
this wns symptomatic of a deeper emotional disturbance. I thought thnt this 
wns Just symptomatic of a hoy who had chosen one way of reacting to a situation 
that other boys would react to In another fashion. 

Mr. Liebelrr. I understand thnt some statements have been made, based ap- 
parently on the psychiatric reports or the observations of people who worked 
with Lee Oswald here In New York when he was 13 years old, to the effect 
that one might have been able to predict, from seeing the boy at that time, that 
he might well commit an net such ns the assassination, or some similar violent 
act. Did you sec any such Indication in Lee Oswald? 

Mr. Carro. No; naturally I didn’t Bee It, and I would sny that would be 
extremely difficult In order to be able to make that sort of projection or pre- 
diction. I have even, when I worked with the Youth Board ns a streetclub 
worker, I worked In the street where we had no psyehlntrlsts along will* us 
nnd where we worked with much more psychotic nnd deeply dislurhed Imys, 
who did kill somelssly right along the line, possibly a couple of months later, 
and even though, you know, the studies we have done here In the city and 
everything shows thnt there are a grent many people who are extremely dis- 
turbed wnlklng around, and the crutch that Just keeps them on their marginal— 
what do you call— on this marginal living, where they Just don’t go out and 
commit some violent act, thnt you don’t know wlint It Is, wlint the factors are 
thnt keep them from Just blowing up or exploding altogether. 

I didn’t see nny particular behavior thnt would sny that this boy would 
someday commit this net. I have seen It, let’s sny. In the Puerto Rlcnn youth ' ‘ 
am fnmlllnr with, the Negro youth, thnt sometimes they ascribe this to n crying 
out of people to sny that they exist and thnt they nre human beings, nnd t ey 
commit thnt violent act, JuAt to get their one dny In the sun, the day when all 
the papers will focus on them, and say, “I am me. I am alive. 
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*ny, until November 2 , limit, when I not 

n Ann nfler you completed your I mining, 
career 7 • 

pro discharged 7 

Mo olnHMlilotl Inforumtlon of nny sort In 

ww ,0 InforinnMoii, classified Information. 
To nil hftri secret Hen rnnccs. There was 
t cmles and chnlleitges (lint we had to give 

in umlerstnml correctly the nature of your 
room 7 

mis 7 

r screen would pick np an aircraft, you 



lentlfy Itself 7 

Is that you sent to the aircraft requesting 
motion? 

kith the range capabllllles of the radnr 
-md so on. You know, each site tins blinds 
|our bllndspots nre and who covers us and 
ecret, whnt outflt covers us and things like 

K that we can see. And as I sny, the 
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itch them nml where we can’t catch them, 
non who worked with the radar sets knew 

nt do they cnll It now— authentication 

liese chnrts? 

i. If we receive nn order over the phone, 
ardon me. That’s the word. Let’s sny 
t actually amounts to, he has to authentic 
je same table or code In front of him that 
d look It up In my authentication chart, 
jr not this mnn has the same thing I am 
I hour, see. There’s no chance of it— and 

on, the code Itself would not be of nny 
changed? 
i day ; no. 

when you were stationed at 8anta Ana 

t of 10H9. He arrlretl at our outfit I 
ft nt the time, but Inter on we had — we 
neb other quite well. This is all before 



Mr. Lir.nKi.rn. This was In 1097 or HIM? 

Mr. Demi ado. I!)Ti8. Aim! we hnd basic Interests. 
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He liked S|uiiilsh, and he 
talked to me for n while In Spanish or tried to, nml since nobody bothered, you 
know— I wns kind of n loner, myself, you know. 1 didn’t associate with too 
many people. 

Mr. Liehei.er. How old were you nt that time? 

Mr. L) EM) a no. I wns 17— 18 years of nge ; 17 or 1& 

Mr. Liebeler. About the same nge ns Onwnld? 

Mr. Deloaoo. lllght. He wns the same nge ns I wns. And nothing really de- 
velo|ied until I went on leave — oh, yes. At the time he wnu — he wns comment- 
ing on the fight Mini Cnstro wns having nt Rlerrn Mud res nt the beginning, Just 
about the turn of 11K»U. When I went on lenve. It Just so Impelled that, my 
leave coincided with Hie first of January, when Cnstro took over. So when I 
got bnck, he wns the first one to see me, nml he said, "Well, you took a leave 
and went there and helped them, mid they all took over.” It wns a big Joke. 

So we got along pretty well. lie had trouble In one of the huts, and he 
got transferred to mine. 

Mr. Liebeler. Do you know what trouble he had In the other hut? 

Mr. Deloaoo. Well, the way I understand It, he wouldn’t hold his own. 
Came time for cleanup, and general cleanliness of the barracks, he didn’t want 
to participate, and he would be griping all the time. So the sergeant that wns 
In charge of that hut asked to have him put out, you know*. So consequently, 
they put him Into my hut. 

Mr. Liebeler. What were these huts? Were they quonset huts? 

Mr. Delgado. Quonset huts, right 

Mr. Liebeler. And they served as barracks, right? 

Mr. Delgado. Right. 

Mr. Liebelkr. How many men 

Mr. Deloaoo. Bach quonset hut was divided In half. Now, In each half lived 
six men, two to a room. They were divided Into two rooms with a bath room 
each side, each half of the quonset hut. I wns living In one room. Oswald In 
the other room. And then we had our barracks, we had quite n bit of turn- 
overs. beenuse guys kept coming In and being transferred. Him and I seemed 
to be the only ones staying In there. And we would meet during working hours 
and talk. He wns n complete believer that our way of government was hot 
quite right, that — 1 don’t know how to sny Itr it’s been bo long. He was tor, 
not the Communist way of life, the Castro way of life, the way he was going to 
lead his |>eople. He didn't think our Government had too much to offer. 

He never said any subversive things or tried to take any classified Information 
that I know of out or see anybody about It 

As I Bald to the men that Interviewed me before, we went to the range at 
one time, and he didn’t show no particular aspects of being a sharpshooter at 
all. 

Mr. Licreleh. He didn't seem to be particularly proficient with the rifle; Is 
that correct? 

Mr. Deloaoo. That’a right 

Mr. Liebeler. Whnt kind of rifle did you use? 

Mr. Delgado. He bad an M-l. We all had M-l'a. 

Mr. Liebeler. Carbine or rifle? 

Mr. Delgado. The M-l rifle. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you have them In your quonset hut at all times? 

Mr. Deloaoo. No, sir; we had them In the armory. In the quonset hut desig- 
nated ns (he armory. And we went there periodically to clean them up. And 
at the time In Santa Ann, he was with me at one time 

Mr. Liebeler. Bnch man was assigned a particular rifle; Is that correct? 

Mr. Delgado. Yes. 

Mr. LienELER. Did you have to use the rifles to stand Inspection? 

Mr. Deloado. That’s right 

Mr. Lieoeler. Do you remember whether or not Oswald kept his rifle In good 
shn|ie, clean? 

Mr. Deloado. He kept It mediocre. He always got gigged for his rifle. 

Mr. Liebeler. He did? 
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jetting Id feouoh with you In that olfey 

i Incomplete, for on the same date Oa- 
ths Socialist Workers' Party (19H577) 

•ed lfc expedient to Ignore the letter 
ils omission and the reason for siml- 
.d to both historically antagonistic 
itlon. In anlfefelng all reference to 
false Impression of a non-existing 
: Party, else why should Oswald want 
more- Washing ton branch? There Is no 
'e. He planned to go to Mexico and 
1 .Oswald have wanted to be In touoh 

0 as they are, especially because of 

1 the Connunisfe Party? One of the ob- 
:rylng to penetrate them as some kind 
ound political sympathy In or from 
that canpletely escaped the consldera- 
ort and It 1s the most obvious con- 
hought of In the light of Oswald* s 
;roups, detailed elsewhere in this 
•ning have led to a meaningful analy- 

vidence that Lee Harvey Oswald had 
i M with any of these groups, the Report 
ld-initlated correspondence and re- 
llf leant" . 

a toward the Communist Party and the 
:o the Commission, “e made no secret 
;lng cotununifey in Port ‘^orth reported 
ras well recorded in letters, drafts 
;fact. In public speeches. K number 
»lume 16. They are part of the Com- 

jfcay in New Orleans, the Oswalds went 
participate in a seminar. He unbur- 
st feelings. Marina got a thank-you 

k, of the Society Jesus, In which 
:s to your husband, too, for his good 
s we do not agree with him regarding 

all respect him for his Idealism ..." 

mmunlsfc Party and the Soviet Onion 
;es of his notes in the same volume, 
(16H203-43U) • For example, In Ex- 
The Connnunlst Party of the United 
[t has turned Itself Into the tra- 
cer to overthrow the government of 
name of freedom or high ideals, but 
Kshes of the Soviet Union ... (the 
t to be willing, gullible messengers 
1st propaganda . .. The Soviets have 

l. . Imprisonment of their own peoples 
llvldual suppression and regimentation 
jr of history, the prostitution of art 

vemenfe in the U.S., personalized by 
as turned Itself into a 'valuable 
has failed to denounce any actions 
similar actions of the U.3. Govern- 
pelling improved.) 

this as well as ... I bate the U.3.S.R. 
9). „ 

■a on. with many personal reasons to 
strust Conrnunlsm ..." ( 16Hlj.lt 2 ) . 
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Even his of t-mentloned notes on Russia, widely dleouaeed but 
unquoted In the preae, are a narrative full of the kind of Inforaa. 
lion Intelligence agenolea, Including our own, aeak about other 
countries, especially the 3ovlet Onion. It indude e such Items as 
I he location of an airport, the layout of a *" d 

' ntlmate details of the eleotronlca faotory In whloh he worked. In- 
cluding whet It produced. Its rate of production, the numb.ror 
employee* engaged In various puraulte and other auoh non- travelogue 

d,t *'lt Is abundantly dear that the B *P° r J "r! r SS^' 

sent, the Conmlsslon' a lnfomatlon on Oswald'. “ b ;^. e 

gays and Implies the opposite of the truth. It pretends a wb oa 

haired of the Soviet Onion boiled In hi. gut. was a protagonlit of 

oad publlo°by th? k “l^. P *lT™5b*5 R«Port,°by luohj» Comml.alon, 
more people, here and abroad, were willing to ® * P b JJ 1 f « * a 

^Shor-ir'an^gent”? 1 ! £t.S poluioa? foro.T ^. Report oon- 
oludes that ha wia s.rylng no foreign government.ndth.the «.■ 

Oswald’s Marine Corpa Service and Plrat Paaaport 
Only In the light of what Oswald's polltloa really ware might 

tl0n 5nS btl U3 r dii°of hi. Marin. Corpa .nlla^.nt ^m.lnlng or 
three months If th. p.naltl.a of fcb. oourt. ^S%H676)! TdS 
^ 9 , H7 a1i;.°r , f“^d r :roir d whIch h ?. r t?S. 1 ? “I * -3b. U- nor any oth< 

Si^L'nie^rf'pidiSffl.s^f Oawald'a Marina Corps 
record reproduced at one point in the 26 

exhibits (19H656.760), but that record la inoomplsts in at le 
on. major re.p.ot ^ , hou5 Oswald .dieted on O,tob.r 24. 

1,56. H. was twlc. court-martialed, ono. ***. f»- 
many serviceman and once for « even ‘eondsted 
regulations. second breaoh, in non-military • „ 

isaVsa 

ror*aodd.ntally t shootlng m dms.lf with his own load.d 22-c.lih.r 
pistol, possession of which was P™“ b “*5‘ du t, ,55 not related to 

*ard°iabor ln 

SSKS r?r"u non ths^unli as' sooner boated (19H663-4. 662-4. 692 

7 ° 7 - 8 0? 4 2;^id’s personal activity In the Marines, 
states: "He studied the Russian lng on i n the Soviet 

newspaper and seemed ” _ ftd uDon his return from the 

Union.* In the unit with and ^waldskovltch” 

Far East, Oswald was referred to as ^ade infomatlon w as no 
(R386). But his olearanoe to handle ciassine 

• . 123 





r.*oked. Ik w.a grantad May 3 , 1957 , "aTtsr oaraful oh.eks". Upon 
dlaobarga he signed a form acknowledging he had been Informed about 
penalties Jor revelation of classified Information. This lnoluded 
awareness that oertaln oategories of Reserve and Retired personnel 
... oan be recalled to duty ... for trial by oourt-martial for un- 
lawful disclosure of information ..." (I 9 H 6 Q 0 ). When Oewald defected 
and anpeared in the U.3. Embassy in Moscow, he declared his intention 
to tell the Russians all he knew, and he knew about the radar instal- 
lations in which he served and of codes (R262, 265, 393) . The Report 
is barren on the aubjeot, but there have been accounts published of 
the necessity for changing codes after his defection. 

Yet on his return to the United States, Oswald was not kept 
under regular surveillance (R439), was not oharged with breach of 
security, and was not even confronted with the fraudulent nature of 
his hardship discharge. Explanations of lack of proof might be of- 
fered, no matter bow unaooeptably, for the failure to charge him 
with breach of seourity. But the failure to keep him under sur- 
veillance or to do anything about his fraudulent discharge are not 
susceptible to such facile pleadings. And the Report is incomplete 
on even this unsatisfactory explanation. It reads, No evidence has 
been found that they used him for any particular propaganda or otbsr 
political or informational purposes" (R393). There is no reference 
here to military or security information. 

The hardship discharge was to enable Oswald to ears for his 
mother. He made not even a gesture in this direction and the Marine 
Corps would appear to have been aware that he had no such intenticn . 
The effective date of his discharge was September 11 , 1959 (19H60O; 
22H79). On September 4, 1959* he applied for a passport from Santa 
Ana, California. It was Issued September 10 , 19f>9. Aooompanying 
this application was a Marine Corps certification that had to be 
filed with the paasport application and submission of which is noted 
on the application. "This is to certify," it read, "that PPC (E-2) 
Lee Harvey Oswald, 1653230, U.3. Marine Corps is scheduled to be re- 
leased from Active Duty and transferred to the Marine Corps Reserve 
(Inaotlve) on 11 September 1959." 

Under "Occupation" on the application, Oswald described himself 
as shipping export agent". The places he intended visiting lnoluded 
Cuba and Russia. During a proposed length of s$ay of only four 
months, he said he was going to be a student at the College of A. 

Sc hue I brer" in Swj t re r 3 arv? f.s* XV,! Ty 

** ai; ,< Ms t- * M .%» a: — ***** 

in sne application that he would leave New Orleans by Orace Line 

ship September 21 , 1959 (22H77-9). 

The Marine Corps certification of Oswald* s imminent .discharge 
that accompanied his passport application at the very time it waa 
processing a hardship discharge wae not lost in the mass of the 
Coamlsslon' s documentation. Nor is It suppressed in the Report. 
Instead, the Report ignores both this and the fraudulent nature of 
the disoharge in the text and, in a 13-line section of Appendix XV 
in which the nature of the disoharge is not referred to, notes 
that a statement that he was about to be discharged" accompanied 
the passport application (R746). Why did not the Marine Corps re- 
voke Oswald's security clearance; why did it keep him in a classi- 
fied lob and eooperate in getting him a passport while it waa dis- 
charging him so he could support his mother? 

This is the background of Oswald's now famous trip to the 
Soviet Union, where he arrived in mid-October 1959. 

Renunciation of Citizenship 

On Saturday afternoon, Uotober 31* Oswald appeared at the U.S. 
Qvbaasy in Moscow, laid his passport on the receptionist 1 s desk and 
delivered e note to Consul Richard E. Snyder requesting revocation 
of his United States Citizenship. "I have entered the Soviet Unlai 
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defense and his own (though he always managed 
to show up for those electronic confrontatians with 
^hat he had earlier accepted), as a competent j 
-experienced lawyer, should have latched onto i 
probed and prodded until he had obtained from The 
ley all the witness knew. It is not at all out of step v 
his own and the Commission’s record that Jenner 
not. Need we wonder longer why this testimony al< 



was separated from the other evidence on Oswalrfj 
Marine Corps career? rJ 

Thus ’ might have been a major revelation 

remains instead one of the major mysteries, officially 
hidden by the Commission but now, I ihmlr smoked! 
out It is particularly pertinent in the developing New 
Orleans story. „ S 

There are many other things in the record that bear 
an this, same negatively. For example, no member of) 
the staff ever pursued this strange inconsistency, 0*3 
wald the M a rxis t in a position of high security trust in! 
the Marine Corps. It should have been a troubling 
legal h angnail to each and every one, to the' 
members of the Commission. Instead, the Commission^ 
used the least desirable method of gathering "testi-. 
mony” and that on a selective basis only. Ex parte and! 
incompetent depositions were taken from Thomiey.1 
Nelson Delgado (8H22S65), another former Oswald' 
Marine Corps chum, and his former superior officer, j 
Lt John E. Donovan (8H289-303). Prom all the fewj 
o^s included in the record, there are but bdel and] 
insufficient affidavits. V * ; Jl 

* v** exception, all reveal a Commission interest- 

in whether Oswald was a homosexual. That exception*^ 
lathe man who arranged dates between Oswald and hisl 
sister. . • .* .r *w r : .... A 

Lieutenant Donovan, “the officer in command” of] 
the crew in which Oswald served (8H290), when asked j 
about whether the murdered accused hnH i 

a homosexual: .a 



Mr Ely: 1 beiire you mentioned earlier that b a did oot seen#- to yon 
,-rticularly interested in girls. Was this just because be was interested 
to other things, or do you have any reason to believe that there was 
anything abnormal about his desires? 

Mr. Donovan: I have no reason to suspect that he was homosexual, 

, }n Qnt squadron at that time one fellow was discharged from the 
service for being homosexual. He was in no way tied in with it that I 
biow oL... (8H300) 

Perhaps Donovan’s most significant testimony tends 
to cast Oswald in a different role than the Report and 
indicates the magnitude of the breach of security and 
military trust he threatened at the Moscow Embassy 
when going through the motions if not the actuality of 
defection: , 

Mr. Donovan: I recall that he got a hardship discharge. We offered 
to get him a flight— that is a hop from El Toro to some place in Texas, 
his home. He refused. We considered that normal in that if you take a 
hop you sacrifice your transportation pay. We offered to take him to a 
bus or train station. He refused. But that is not particularly unusual, 
other. I recall that he was gone for some period of time, and shortly 
before T got out of the Marine Corps, which was mid-December I 9 S 9 . 
we received word that he had showed up in Moscow. This necessitated a 
lot of change of aircraft call signs, codes, radio frequencies, radar fre- 
quencies. He bad access to the location of all bases in the west coast 
area, all radio frequencies for all squadrons, all tactical call signs, and 
the relative strength of all squadrons, number and type of aircraft in a 
squadron who was the commanding officer, the authentication code of 
entering and exiting the ADIZ. which stands for Air Defense Identifica- 
tion Zone. He knew the range of our radar. He knew the range of our 
radio. And he knew the range of the surrounding units' radio and 
radar. . . . - • 

Mr. Ely: You recall that various codes were changed. Now, at what 
level were these changed: Was this an action of your sp e cific unit, or a 
fairly widespread action? -• %-• ‘ . •..-*** — ” ■- . • 

Mr. Donovan: Well, I did not witness the changing in any other 
squadrons, but it would have to be, because the code is obviously be- 
tween two or more units. Therefore, the other units had to change it. 
These codes are a grid, and two lines correspond. . . . There are some 
things which he knew on which he received instruction that there Is no 
way of changing, such as the MPS r6 height-finder radar gear. That had 
recently been integrated into the Marine Corps system. It had a height- 
finding range far in excess of our previous equipment, and it has certain 
limitations. He had been schooled on those Limitations. It cannot operate 
above a given altitude in setting— in other words, you cannot place the 
thing above a given terrain height. He had also been schooled 00 a 
piece of machinery called a TPX-t. which la used to transfer radio- 
radar and radio signals over a great distance. Radar is very susceptible 
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to homing missiles, sod this piece of equipment is used to put your m 
an terms several miles sway, and relay the information hack to your i 
which you hope is relatively safe. He had been schooled on this^ A 
that kind of stuff you cannot change. * rjj 

Mr. Ely: Did Oswald have any kind of c l ea ran c e ? '“3 

Mr. Donovan: He must have had secret clearance to work in •] 
radar center, because was a minimnm requirement for all of 
(8HJ97-4)' ’ ‘ '•■'i 



Oswald’s prerequisite for returning to the Unitr^a 
States — a promise not to be prosecuted — is contrary J 
the regulations quoted from Whitewash above and wiia 
the seriousness of the promised offense. It is hardlq 
enough to say, as does the government, that Oswald! 
said he did not give secrets away. There was no offidafl 
proceeding to discover the truth after he returned. 3 
One of the longest depositions is that of Nelsom 
Delgado (8H228-65). It was taken April 18, 1964, byi 
Wesley J. Uebeler. In its 37 pages much is destructivJ 
of the nffiriAl m<w as set forth in the Report Same oq 
the most fascinating leads, whether or not lost uponj 
Liebeler, are not in the Report not evan by indirect 
tion. Soma are consistent with an OswaM- governments 
CswaM- intelligence relationship. »>. -&fl 

Delgado con cu r re d with the others in reporting Os-: 
wald’s access to “secret" data (8H232). He placed: 
Oswald in “the *n*nt area. That is the war room’*,] 
(8H259), not exactly where one expects the Marine^ 
Corps to assign “Coniinurusts.’* c~ 

■ In distributing mail in his barracks, Delgado learned." 
that Oswald was getting Communist li ter a tu re. Those? 
superiors to whom be reported it, including a Lieuten- 
ant Delpiado, “just brushed it off. Hie didn’t seem to 
care" (8H260). *. *8 

‘ The homoeexuai questions also brought negatives. 
When I , MhelHr rstm m to the end of his long interroga- 
tion, he asked Delgado, “Can you think of anything 
else about him?" 4 • -.* ' i 

Delgado «nid he Had never seen Oswald drunk, 
though he knew Oswald drank an “occasional beer.** 
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think he had any 



Liebeler then asked, "Do you 

never once” adding that "in 
J^JSbad two fellows’ in our outfit that were aught 
T> und he thought it was kind of disgusting . - . 
it p or a J 1 to pretended interest in ferreting out every 
Jail of Oswald's history there is 
JS, remain, at least in the official «cori. Th^ “ 
9ecr *, , . , t ryplsmdo’s testimony that will also 

£££. Mexico, before the -rekeed «. ito. 

Ji some of their companions had a fling. Oswal 

knew his way around. As Delgado put it. 

.. - ‘srSK-iM: ^rs-SPiriSfR 

“* ■“ °‘J tottaTJuk hto. “Wl*» * this FW.«o? How 

1 “J I ho tad taa then bolore. 

t itfsu <« wu - «. to U, 

^tto place, rcm kaov. * .. 

“The b° T te"d Br was a homosexual.” Liebeler 

to te d^T^- He asked, “Was that apparent to 
was positive. "Oh, yes; it was apparent to 

“oswIlifSt was not 06 

upT aero. 

Mr. KSMftSTaS 

too mock MVrtkm. jtm ^ ** 

to cm like b> had an*. (8HsS3) " t * . A ;.y_ . •" ' ‘ 

Delgado did not help the official account of Os^djs 

alte^dSe skilL This pert of the JJ 

with Delgado’s complaints about the unfai 

*. - ** ^teTST^S 

rogations — there were four of them (8HZ3e>, lasung 
t fQwxirn . ” / 
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Mr. Rankin. Wlint do you monn by everything? 

Mrs. Oswald. Well, t'ubn — been use we know In New Orleans lie wns nrreatef 
for Fnlr Tiny for Culm. Ho rend Ihe Pnlly Worker. And Hu? other one* I 
don't know. Hut It wns In the pn|>cr. Tliero la plenty of subversive m liter III 

Mr. Rankin. Wlint about hooka? Hid he rend hooka much while he wns lUInf 
with you? I 

Mra. Oswald. Yea. he rend continuously. He went Iminetlliitely to the library 
ii | hi ii coming to Iho United Stolen. He rend continuously. All kinds of book*. 

I tried, when he defected — I went to the library to find out Ihe kind of litera- 
ture thnt I/ee rend. Hut they could lint Rive me Hint Information. They Mil 
the only wny they could give thnt Irifnrninlloii wns when n book was overdue, 
nnd wna out. Hilt otherwise they have no record. 

Now, It lins been staled In the pnper — mnybe New Orleans Is different, I don’t 
know, but I know In Fort Worth I could not get the Information. Stated he hid 
hooks — the assassination of Huey Long nml things of thnt sort. They must have 
n different system. Because In Fort Worth, Tex., they do not hart thnt syi* 
torn. The only wny they cnn tell Is If a book la out. Hut 1 know Lee road. 
And l have stnted In 105!) nil of tills. 

Any wny, from Vincent Penle on down to anything you want to mention. Lee 
rend continuously. 

Mr. Rankin. Now, wns there nny lime that Marina said anything to you ta 
lend you to believe Hint she thought your son, Ix*e, married her because lie wii 
an agent? 

Mrs. OewAi.n. No, sir, no, sir. Not at any time at all. 

Mr. Rankin. You think she loved him? 

Mrs. Oa\vAi.n. I believe thnt Miirlnn loved him In a wny. Hut I believe that 
Mnrlnn wanted to come to America. I licit eve that l«ec had talked America te 
her, nnd she wanted lo come to America. I sny Mils for n lot of little things 
thnt hnpiieued — thnt Mnrlnn wanted to come to Aiucrlcn. Mnybe she loved him. 

I am sure she did, nnywny. She said thnt she did. 

Mr. Rankin. I nm not clenr about this being ordered to marry her. You 
don’t mean that your son didn’t love her. 

Mrs. Obwai.ii. Well, I could menu Hint— If he Is nu ngent, nnd he has n girl 
friend, nnd it Is to the benefit of Ihe country thnt he mnrry this girl friend, nnd 
the Kin I >nssy helper! him get this Husslnn girl out of Russia— let’s fnce It, writ 
whether he loved her or not, he would take her to America, If that would give 
him contnct with Russians, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rankin. Is that wlint you mean? 

Mrs. Oswald. I would sny thnt. 

Mr. Rankin. And you don’t think It wns because your son loved her, then? 

Mrs. Oswald. I do not know whether my son loved her or not. But I no 
telling yon why he would do tills — 111 5-weeks time. Now, you hnve a 5-woek 
period In here. 

Mr. Rankin. I umlerstnnd thnt. Hut I think It Is n very serious thing to aa? 
about your son, thnt he would do a thing like thnt to a girl. 

Mrs. Oswai 4>. No, sir. It Is not n serious thing. I know n little nbout Ibe 
01 A, nnd so on, the U-2, Powers, nnd things thnt have been made public. They 
go through nny extreme for their country. I do not think Hint would be serluna 
for him to marry n Russian girl nnd bring her here, so he would have contact. 
I think that Is all part of an agent’s duty. 

Mr. Rankin. You think your son wns capable of doing thnt? 

Mrs. Oswald. Yes, sir, I think my son wob an agent. I certainly do. 

Mr. Rankin. Hnve you got anything more that caused you to Uilnk he wns an 
agent ? 

Mrs Oswald. Yes, I have things that have been coming out In the paper. 
And I am not the only one thnt thinks n.y son Is on agent There hns bceo 
mnny, many publico (Ions questioning whether Lee whs an agent or not because 
of circumstances, and so on, nnd so forth, through the newspn|»ers. 

Mr. Rankin. Thnt Is newspaper accounts you nre talking nbout now? 

Mrs. Oswald. Yes. And ns I said about the FBI. 

Mr. Rankin. What about your own knowledge? 
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Mr Oswald. No, air. Of course, I hnveseen him rend various books. Jwwl 

zL'rxz. “iv; , uu^ a ^riu^ ««. s 

have seen him read American history a great deal. 

mVTn^b. «• lie a voracious reader? That la. did he read a great d«L j 

I would teriu on assiduous "Oder 

Mr Ifnnkr. I am directing your attention to his — oh, say. from age, let 7. 
nine nr Ion to the time he enlisted In the Marines— may be we V j 

Orleans nfler I receive.! my discharge from the Marine Corps. 

SIS rr^anne Corn* And 0 , kb 

moving to Fort Worth. 

Mr. Jenner. Fix the time. 

Mr Si’: Ohaerved him reading aaalduoua.y? 

the literature and the subject matter of the literature he was rea g j 

M, «"■ \nd'lt 'is 'of*the mature^nnd the subject matter you already .UledH 

Mr' Jm"i»B lr n..T of tliat peri,*!. ami any observation Jon ever n>.frj 

whether then or prior thereto, had you noUcedhlmorseenany ° • * j 

the expression "Marxism", commtmlara-or any hooka or wonts, or i j 

°* Mr* Oaw sen ? No. air. I did not I did not at any time observe him re.dlei . 
or bnve In Ida |<ossesslon any type of pamphlet or book, ahou T. j 

political nature. 

Mr. Jen her. Ereu American politics? . , . _ nt mnrae would 

Mr. Oswald. Amerlcnn politics, of course— American history, of cou . 

go Into some degree of American politics. American 

Mr. J inner. I think you are probably right. But otner 

history. . « , 

Mr" ^nTs! ,1^1 this letler of November 8, 

United States was a country that he hated Taking • w h,,, « ^ ' 

like to have you stale what your reaction to the Vi J„vV »i7d startling thlnp 
It and read It, In view of the rather severe things he sn>s. and startling P 

Wat'uTtmy refer to my WM i 

this letter, and my renellm.s then. l th.mgl.t Jo king as to my reaction 

to wlinl I had rend In the newspapers prior to reviving 

100 Mr. Jennes. Tour shock. If I may call It such, had been conditioned— 

£• r r s "* ,en »- did ,i - *“ 1 

“T“oL"r ,'sr.rvsysi ■Si.t i 

thnt statement — “which Is a country i hate. . . reB( i the newnpnpnr j 

Mr. Jen nek. That did shock you despite your bn. lug reau , 

clippings or articles? 

870 




As 
nblllf 
So 
fine— 
No 
brok< 
Kenn 
Mr 
to Dn 
Mr 
111* It 
the ei 
he lef 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
Mr 
and I 
Mr 
Mr* 
when 
my O' 
leges. 

Wli 
go nb« 
Mr. 
MrF 
nothli 
So, 
assess 
Mr. 
Mrs 
I was 
my at< 
I w. 
Nixon 
hourB 
I rem* 
Presld 
And 
to wot 
a lltth 
And 
And tl 
Howe' 
80 I 
on In I 
I 1m 
phone, 
he had 
his br< 
call m< 
Rob< 
Mr. 
Mrs. 
Mr. 
Mrs. 
to be n 
Mr. 
Mrs 
home. 



nir. it A" kin. uiti you hnk aiurinn now sue goi me macs eye or anyimng 
about It? 

Mrs. Oswald. Yes, In the Imriroom. I was Bhocked. 

"Mnnm — Lee." Just like Hint. 

So I went In the living room and I said, "Lee, wlint do you menu by striking 
Marina?** 

He said. "Mother, that la our affair.’* 

And so that ended. I wnsn’t going In Interfere any further. 

Now, this haa been publicly sfnted by the Russian friends, that he bent his 
wife. I don’t know If he did lient Ills wife. I happened to see the Idnck eye. 
I kuow that ho hit her and gave her a blnck eye. Marina said so, and iny son 
hns said so. But how many limes does this hnpiicn, 1 don’t know. 

But I nm trying to point out. tlint I don’t approve of It. But I am trying to 
point out that everything Is not according to Hoyle, as we say In our American 
way of life. 

Mr. Rankin. Is there any other time that you recall that you snw that she 
had bruises or a black eye? 

Mrs. Oswaio. No, sir; thnt Is the only time. 

And then the children moved to Dallns. 

Now, this will end thnt part of the story. 

I have accepted and I have I he public paiiers. In ll>r»n, when Lee went to 
Russia — I made a statement thnt ns an Individual I thought he had a right 
to make up Ills own mind In Hie derision to do what he wan toil. I am of that 
nature, because, gentlemen, today or tomorrow 1 may decide to go to Russia, 
I will go. We arc taught Hint In America, thnt we have the right to do wlmt 
wo want ns nil Individual. Rn 1 publicly slated In IHfiO that l«ee had a right, 
If he wanted to live In that cotiiilry. Ami I think It was courage Mint he did 
so, lustend of staying In America and talking about. America, nml living here 
and downing Ills country. It look courage to go nml live where he wanted to lire. 

I was criticised highly for making thnt statement. Ami it Is published In 
lOfiO — as far back ns Hint. 

So I will get back now to when Hie children left. 

They did not tell me they laid IcfL 

So I accepted the fact that my son Lee did not want me to know that he was 
In Dallas. 

Why I nccepted the fact is because of Lee's so-called defection. 

I have hnd It very hard, Mr. Rankin, nml gentlemen — I have lost Jobs, I was 
In a position. If I wns In a home and television wns on, and something political 
wns on television, and the people commented. I felt It was necessary to keep 
quiet, been use of It. Because of the defection I (bought If I would express my 
views they might think I wns ii (’ommunlMt like my son was supposed to be. 
And In tunny a home I have been In— after three or four duys they would tell 
me my services were not needed. 

I cannot say, sure It wns Item use of I>ce’s defection. However, I feel sure 
thnt It Is, because I am a reaped ed person, nml a very good nurse, ns has been 
stated In the i»npcr. And my Jobs were gotten from word of mouth. 

But you must understand thnt I deni with a lot of people. Bo naturally 
It Is i.nturnl Hint some of them would feel resentful against me because of my 
Boti defecting to Russia and presumably being a Horn mu it tat. 

Mr. nANKtN. Did you ever llml out where Marina wns thnt day that you 
tried to locate her? 

Mrs. Oswald. No. sir, no sir, thnt ended that. 

So I resi>ected n»y son’s wish, since he didn’t want to tell me where be wa§ 
In Dnllns, thnt I would accept thnt fnct. 

Now, gentlemen, this may seem hard thnt I accept these things. But It Is not. 
I urn self-supporting. I have n life of my own. And If Lee decides thnt that 
Is the wny he wants It, I am not going to grieve and worry about It. I have 
to get my sleep In order to work. I have the ability of accepting things, the 
ability granted me by Hie grace of God, because of my dlfflrnUy In life. I have 
been a widow. I have had many, ninny obstacles, and 1 have hnd to face them. 
And my faith gets stronger. I do accept things. 




Mr. jKNPtm. Ami It Is your opinion. based # on ,/ ou ' , ob 'T”" t !"" o'n'v'TnO^ 
period of time, up l« ««»d Im-lmllii* August of lt>— Thanksgiving y 
It Is your opinion Mini Miry Ini n reasonably nonnnl married life, Imvlng 
mind nil the problems Mint were faring llirin? 

^ ° B " Ver. ! her ever ’Wgp*'*** you nny 

he UofflSM thntJ^Mjjnhml mls™..du«*=Ntfol. t 

se x m» I iMROojja^Thut Jhihe coni|fTaln nbout hSNcpnduct? 

Mr. Okwaij). No. sir; he did not. 

Mr. Jenner. Any kind or character, nt nny time? 

Mr Ji riTwra! Wn/there ever n dlscusalon In your presence by anyone. lnd,,d, "J 
your slstcr-lii-taw, on the subject of hi. Having physlc.lj 

harmed her? 

Mr. Oswald. No. Mr ; there wns not 

Mr. Jenner. The subject wnn never discussed In your presence? 

Mr. Oswald. No, sir; It urns not. 

Mr. Jenner, By anyone? 

Mr kNNKR Did It come to your attention nt nny time prior to November 23. 
1002, or November 22. 11*0, Mint your brother hml Indicted some physic 
harm on your sister-in-law? 

Mr. ST Hid "you “ "or when she bod darned eyes, as though a 
blnck eye had been Inflicted upon her? 

Mr. Oswald. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Jew nwl Or any other physical Injury? 

Mr Jfwneii Tour mother. In her n|»|»enrnnce before the Commission, has 
to and Including Novemlier 22, 10«3. 

Whnt la your opinion on that subject? „ ttle blt 

Mr Oswald It Is my opinion even now, sir, If I may g 
further that 'her understanding of the Bngllah language '* ,e “ tha " 

"'wir h jEsnou mean* since abe aptieared before the Commlaalon? 

8h r ; hr this I mean. air. to anyextent-t.rbs,. 

It might l« best If ! compared that with my experience with my c i 

'^Mr^yg" tdt»i. a | n* other roar testimony even 

to the present lime, and Including all of the period P r «' ed h'* * 

Mme U. vo.ir contacts will. her. It Is your opinion that she has a very 
limited command of the English Inngunge, whether you speak 
rending or understanding or speaking? 

rjK*sLC*jisEri.i. ■ i * ,k 

.... -mn «e«- «; 

nnd opinion that slip understands the English language to a greo er 
than to use the vernacular — than she lets on 7 

K: rz srxrs» ,•», >»• « - cvrs. ts 

one else, Hint would he relernnl to this matter? 

Hrl^'T; you about me dlapoamou of fund, that 
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Mr. Dulles. To refresh my recollection, there was about 2 days or 
Mr. Lie8Eleb. 8 days before. 

Mr. Rankin. It was on the 10th. _ . . ^ 

Senator Cooper. I)ld lie Indicate in any way that he knew about General 

Mr. Paine. We Beemed to agree at least superflclnlly that In thinking the 

far right was unfortunate In Its thoughts. , . 

Mr. Liebeutr. Did he soy anything or do anything that would lead you to 
believe that he planned an attack on General Walker? 

Mr. Pain*. Absolutely not. . , 

Senator Cooper. Did he Indicate In any way tlint lie knew about General 

Walker’B activities and beliefs and poeltlon on public affairs? 

Mr. Paine. When I went to the ACLU meeting he then got up. stood up and 
reported what had happened at the meeting of the fa 1 
at convention hall the day before, U.N. Day. they called It U.S. Day, and I think 

W From ^h?H^a t hereTthat he was doing more or less the same thing— I thought 
he was, I didn’t Inquire bow he spent his free time but I supposed he was going 
around to right wing groups being familiarizing lilmself for whatever his pur- 

P °8enaior e Coo per* *18 that prior to the conversation you have talked about? 

Mr. Paine. No; this Is after this conversation. 

Senator Cooper. What? .. 

Mr Paine This Is after this conversation and I only had this, this was the 
only concrete evidence I had of bow he spent, might have apent some of hla 
time. It happened In the ACLU meeting In late October. I suppose he waa 
familiar with the right-wing groups and activities, and movements. And cer- 
lalnly familiar with Walker; yes. _ . . .. . 

Mr. LitnEiER. Confining the Senator’s question to the meeting In April, he 
didn’t Indicate In any way that he was familiar with Walker’s attitude or 

^Mt^Paine. He was familiar with Walker. He knew who Walker was, there 
was no doubt about that We were talking about Walker. 

Representative Ford. To find some common ground. 

Mr. Dulles. He didn’t say he knew where Walker lived or anything of that 

kind. That didn’t come up? . .. .. 

Mr. Lieiieler. Did he Indicate any understanding to you at that April meeting 

of Walker’s attitude? . t , , .. . 

Mr. Paine. I don’t think he alngled out Walker as— I had the Impression that 
be was quite familiar with Walker and probably familiar with the names of 
Tirlou8 right-wing groups, shall we Bay, the Christian 8cleuce, not the Christian 
8clenoe, I hove forgotten the names of various organizations. 

Mr. Liereler. Did you relate to Oswnld this story about Walker speaking at 
the meeting or the ceremony at which the Immigrants were given their citizen* 

,h Mr. Pairs. I believe I did ; yes. I believe that Is what I Bald about Walker 
it the time. 

Mr. Liebeler. What was his response to that? 

Mr. Paine. And I think he didn’t Bay much. I think he smiled and nodded 
his head and did that kind of thing. He may have said Just a few words. 

Mr. Licbeijer. Did you take It that Oswald agreed with the views that you 
expressed? * 

Mr. Paine. Yes ; I did. 

Mr. Liedf.ler. Now, after this first meeting 

Senator Cooper. May I Interrupt you ngnln, I don’t want to Interrupt your 
train too much but I think you had said that during this conversation that you 
did have some discussion about right-wing groups. 

Mr. Paine. Yes. _ _ _ .. . .. 

Senator Cooper. And their position am) activities, and so forth. In that dis- 
cussion were Individuals numed or members assumed to be members of that 
group? 

(At thlB point Representative Ford left the hearing room.) 
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A. (1-4): WHITEWASH 
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disqualified Marina. But how about her false statement about her 
Communist membership? With perhaps more candor than intended, the 
Report holds "If this fact fcjad been known to the State Department, 
Marina Oswald would not necessarily have been denied a visa 
But, the Report concedes, "had her membership in the Komsomol became 
known to the Department after her denial of such membership, it is 
possible she would have been exoluded from the United States on the 
ground of wilfully misrepresenting a material fact". . And at that 
point the Report goes off on a tangent of what Judlolal decisions 
hold to be a material fact (R767). 

The Report does not state that Mbrina was eligible to enter tbs 
United States. The law is clear that ’she was not. Her false state, 
raent made it possible. Without it she could not have met the re. 
qulreraents of the law. With the efforts it made on behalf of her 
husband, it can not be concluded that the State Department might not 
have evolved some mechanism. But the law is clear; she was not 
eligible for entry into the United States. 

Even the waiver of sanctions troubles the Report, but only for 
a little more than a page. It admits that this provision of the law 
had been invoked against Soviet nationals beginning ten years ear. 
Her. The wai7er provision is n»-t in the law, but the Department 
of Justice had held the Attorney U^neral has such powers. These may 
be used "if no substantial derogatory security information is devel- 
oped . • • " in a Tneritorious case ... filed by a reputable relative". 
To comply with this “arina would have had to have been held a meri- 
torious case" nnd her husband "reputable" by the Department of Jus- 
tice and the State Department. The out found by the authors of the 
Report is simple: "Regulations did not require automatic denial of 

the waiver ..." (R760-9). 

Even the loan made to Oswald for repatriation required special 
interpretations and new dictionaries. Three provisions of State 
Department regulations were quoted as prerequisites: "a. Who are 

in complete and unquestioned possession of their citizenship right*; 
b. Wh 0 are entitled to receive United States passports; c. Whose 
loyalty to the United States Oovr rnment is beyond question, or to 
whom the provisions of Section 423.1-2(b) apply" (R77l). 

The Report holds "Oswald undoubtedly satisfied the requirements 
of paragraphs (a) and (b) H , although one might believe otherwise, 
especially because the passport granted was good only for "direct 
return to the United States". But it concedes "there is serious 
question" about (c). It found the loan was made under another pro- 
vision allowing for "a compelling reason", especially when there 
is danger to the "prestige of the u n ited States (R772). 

Still another lookout card rhould have been prepared for Oswald, 
under State Department procedures, for in every case this is required 
until complete repayment of the loan. Again, the lookout card was 
never prepared. The Report* s authors were ao satisfied with their 
explanation of the first failure to file a lookout card on Oswald 
they use it again: A simple, bureaucratic error. 

"in any event," The Report concludes this section. "Oswald*s 
loan was repaid in full on January 29, 1963. five months prior to 
hia application for a new passport" (R772-3). 

The Seoond, "Overnight" Passport 

On June 2k, 1963, Oswald applied for a passport at New Orleans 
in which he specified he Intended visiting, among other countries, 
thjj Soviet Unjon. This passport was granted the next day, "routine- 
ly , becauee there was no lookout card". The Commission accepted 
the State Department’s additional explanation that, at the time this 
passport was issued, "there was no Information in its passport or 
security files which would have permitted it to deny a. passport to 
u awald". First, it is necessary to ask how an Investigation could 
possibly accept the evasion involved in the use of the word deny 
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[Coneiomtnl 

I called this meeting of the Commission because of something that 
developed today that I thought every member of the Commission should have 
■knowledge of, something that you shouldn't hear from the public before you 
■had an opportunity to think about It. t will just have Mr. Ravkin tell you 
(the story from the beginning. 

{V Mr. Ravkin: Hr. Wagner Carr, the Attorney General of Texes, called r.a 

lit 11:10 this corning end said that the word had come out, he wanted to get 
lit to me at the first accent, that Oswald was acting as an FBI Undercover 
P Agent, and that they had the information cf his badgci which was given as 
I Number 179, and that ha was being paid two hundred a month from Septenbar 
[of 1962 up through the tine of the assassination* I asked what the source 
[of this was, mid ha said that he understood the information had bean made 
| Available so that Defense Cour.sal fer Ruby had that information, that he 
I knew that the press had the information, and ho didn't know exactly where 
I’Wsde had gotten the Information, but he was o former FBI Agent. 

Hint they, that is, Vbde before, had said that he hod sufficient so 
f that he was willing to cake the statement. 

Ford: Wadn is 7 

A: The District Attorney. 

Ford: Carr is the Attorney General. 

Boggs: Right, of Texas. 

Ravkin: I brought that to the attention of the Chief Justice icxaediately, 

and ho said that I should try to get in touch with Carr end ask hie to bring 
Vada up here, ir.d he would be willing to meet with hin any time today or 
tonight to find out whut was the basis ot\ this story. I tried to get Carr 

, more 

*£-‘*' r * -*** * 

1 transcript of the Comelcslon l/22/b4 executive session was not prejiared until 
[when the Archives located the reporter's notea and cent thne: to the Pentagon 
f transcribing. Rocorda I hnd earlier discovered indicated that all records of 
1 session hud been destroyed 3t tho ConF-.W-ion'i; order. "Xr. Rawkin" is actually 
| Lee H unkin. "A" ap r «uru to refer to *arren as well as Rankin. %" appears to be 
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lo doubt 



Doges: Th.it is after 



the Ruby episode oE yesterday? 



fjaworski 



A: lhat is right 



that they had used this saying before thi 



that they thought they knew why the FDI was so willing to give some ol 



these records to the Defense Counsel, and they were 



Defense Counsel being able to got the records and asking, the Court to 
rule that they couldn't get then. 



Talking 



Q: Tlmt is, the District Attorney was7 



A: Time is right, and he said a nunber of these records were fun 



by the Texas authorities, and that they should not be given up to the 



Counsel, and that the reason he thought that they t?ere so eager to help ; 
Kos because they had the undercover, that Oswald was the undercover oja: 



had the number of his badge and so much, he was getting two hundred a non! 



and so forth, aod tliat was the way it was explained as his Justif icatioa 



Court as a basis for determining the records and that that was the excus*: 



is the way it was developed. Now Mr. Jaworski, who is associated with th< 



Attorney General working on this matter was reported to you before, and ^ 
, story, 1 don't talk to Story about it but I did talk to Jaworil 
and he said he didn't think Wade would say anything like this unless he tu 



would even 



about it 



some substantial information back of it, and thought he could prove it, bi 



he thought it would ruin many in politics, in Texas, to be making such a 
claim, and then have it shown that there was nochlng to it. 



Mr. J jworski, of Watergate Special Prosecutor fame, helped the Commission avoid an} 
investigation of the Oswald— informant rumor he thought "had some substantial inf on 
tion book of it.” The Commission never questioned the reporter, Lonnie Hudkins, id 
had written a story for the Houston Post concerning the "rumor.” On 5/8/64 Jawonl 
wrote Rankin that since the Coamission had "the testimony of the FBI agents, vhlol 
was false in that most of the agents who could have recruited Oswald gave only affl 
davits and some were ignored totally, "as well as that of Marguerite Oswald," whioJ 
did and could prove nothing, "I am wondering if it ia really worth your effort to 
“ WHITEWASH IV, p. 146. > 



follow up on Hudkins 
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aa such, but of thol-r Vgehba or of groups related to then, directly 

0«iw E2 & k?n2 o? P an 9 ^nt! h9 Pr9Cl3a an3 " 8r to “ hathar or "•» 

Tha denials of the CIA and the FBI that Oswald was fchalr 
worthy 8 P r<5dl ® fcable aa th «7 w «ra meaningless (R327). Equally un! 
SlLiL h«H°i 8 consideration Is the Report's statement thlt the 
oronlsslcn had access to the complete files”. The Commission hnH 

faet aa h« nl7 K t0 Wh * fc 1 th6 a S anclea wanted it to see. This may, iJ?^ 

is?ed o r *l* n ?°? P 3 efc %£ ilC9 or C0 *P lata files as they Ihln 

n 3 5if P u! Wr existed. The case of the denial of the Gary Powers 

?hf n^S^u OVe r ‘S 8 Sovl8t Unlon 13 fr83h ln history. E«n 

tearlt^of b«ti n f-h US3l,,n . hand3 i “ nd S”" Whon the P r ® a «6® ®nd ln. 
1.2. HL.?Li° th th ° ' ountl 7 *nd the President were at stake, worth. 
, " J' Cs - u« r ! ?? da " What dld the Commission expect, that any 
. Jfaoel.tid h u I! hiCh . th0 . Pr83Un0d as3assln ° f the President had been 
terrible crime’ 801 " 8 *° forth *" d olalm eradlt for hl “ °r his 

truthf^l 1 2nd , .M?i d b nlal w bT tha f6®" c T heads could have been quite 
rutliTul and still have been meaningless and worthless. Only for- 

^i„e? pl r 788a ! r * carrl ® d on payroll and expense accounts. The 
gonca or agents, the informants and contacts, are not payrolled 

Irenc? a iS°to^ n d ah ? uld nob b ®> r ? r tbalr seourlty and that of thi 
? d ,,ly Involved and too Important. Such people are 
countin! d n fr ^ un vouch. red funds of which there Is no precise ao. 
If thls 8 i«v» 7 tb8lr ™ 17 nature they are not to be aoeounted for. 
cation an a bsolut® necessity, there would be no Justlfl. 

In or their existence in a democratic sooiety. The people's 

b ! 3 ?! nfc indiscriminately, except when absolutely 
essential, as ln the case of intelligence. 1 

th. rrl j hM^ 7 0a " a i d had any non- payrolled relationship with 
”? a CIA - J ° h " McCone had no reason for knowing It. Nor oould be 

toJ£ of T th^ r B! lnt J ef aC8 *1 doWn and laarn lt ‘ Th « «h°l® *®d his. 

® ay ° r ?iea and th ® P"" 41 * revealed story of the Amerl. 
fndio 11 ?! 8 uh °* oat ihelr lives ln Its prelude make clear the 
aotlon with whloh the CIA works and has to work. The sur- 
oi^Io. 0 ;. kh ° 3 ® Pilot® *re not receiving and have not reoelved 

k ^ 8 ? U ' Thalr ohacka eon ® f rom mysterious cor. 
llE?£ !'.« myat "r ioU3 boafca “nd ships that are ln and out of 
" d ^ har P f rb ; ° n othar than orthodox maritime business 

So? be S^n* red *5 ‘u! n r a of fcha CIA - Th ®? o«nnot and should 
no * b Hi„(? fc v D .? na doubt * in whose Interest they ply the Caribbean. 
■ nfliqr-?. n 5 u 7 i J?. approAch method precluded any meaningful 
hls^motl ves sweld' s politics, relationship with the government and 
u£^h? tlW8> ** the Re P° rfc then makes even more certain of the 

r?r th . le r ne3a ? f iba conclusions by falling for the ploy of the po- 
Jin?. ? d e "6 a « ln « ln semantics. It uses political words out of ? 
context «nd gives them a meaning diametrically opposed to reality 
fch ? Re P°. rt ara references to Oswald's ° commitment to 
Communism . To most Americans this means the belief and philosophy 
of the American Conmunist Party and the Soviet Union. Above all, 7 
it connotes an attachment to the Soviet Union. 

m opposite of the truth. The Cormission knew it. 

A i l ° r da £ a Prove that Oswald was not, either philosophically 
® r nemba rship, connected with the Coronunist Party. He hated it 
nd the goverrment of the Soviet Union with passion and expressed 
his feelings with what for him was eloquence; expressed 

While seeking to mitigate this forthright misrepresentation 
with equally vague and undefined references to ”Marxism", which 
moat Americans equate with Communism, the Report leaves Itself with 
as much Intellectual integrity as the boy with his fingers crossed 
behind his back denying he was in the cookie Jar. 

Almost from the moment of his arrest, the police knew all about 
Oswald's background, for the FBI's Oswald expert, James Hosty, 
Jr., participated In the first interrogation. Oswald discussed what 
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Oswald's Rifle Incapabilities 
For over three decades Lee Harvey Oswald, presumably 
alone and unaided, has been accused of killing President 
John F. Kennedy. He allegedly committed the "crime of the 
century" from a Bixth floor window using a dilapidated 
Italian WWII rifle fitted with a defective scope. Oswald, 
rated as a "rather poor shot” by his Marine Corps 
evaluators, supposedly fired three shots, two of which found 
their mark. Official evidence shows that the rifle he used, 
a 6. 5mm Mannlicher- Carcano, was in such poor condition that 
it makes the execution of such an assassination plot 
unbelievable . 

Described by FBI firearms expert Robert Frazier, the 
alleged assassination rifle (C2766) was "very accurate." A 
bit far from the truth, to say the least. When questioned 
by the Warren Commission, Ronald Simmons (a US Army expert) 
testified that "the carcano is rated an effective battle 
weapon, good at killing people, and as accurate as the US 
Army's M-14 rifle." It is hard to believe that this is 
credible since the Italians themselves jokingly dubbed the 
weapon as "the humanitarian rifle" because it was never 
known to hurt anyone on purpose. When interviewed by the 
Secret Service, Edward Voebel (a former schoolmate of 
Oswald's) said that he owned "...an Italian rifle of the 



same type as the one allegedly used to shot the President; 
that he shot this rifle several times, but it is so poorly 
constructed he decided that it was best not to shoot it any 
more for the reason he was afraid it would explode.” In his 
testimony before the Warren Commission, FBI expert Sebastian 
Latona described the rifle as a "cheap old weapon." 

The Carcano is an "open-sight" rifle, meaning it was 
not designed to accept a scope. The $7.17 4x18 telescopic 
scope is the cheapest of its kind. The scope could easily 
be knocked off center due to the fragile mount holding it to 
the weapon. Setting the weapon down or the firing recoil 
could cause a move in the sighting. Oswald allegedly 
carried the disassembled weapon in a brown paper bag and 
then reassembled it on the sixth floor of the TSBD. This 
process would also easily knock the sight out of alignment. 

Failure Analysis says "the bolt can easily be executed 
in a fraction of a second." This is only true of a properly 
working weapon. The NRA Masters testing Oswald's rifle 
found the bolt action was very difficult to operate. Also, 
they discovered that the trigger was not working properly. 

In the Warren Report, it is stated that "It is in effect a 
two-stage operation. . . in the first stage the trigger is 
relatively free, and it suddenly required a greater pull to 
actually fire the weapon." This would make it difficult to 
be accurate with the rifle since a shooter usually 
anticipates a smooth trigger pull. 
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in a New Orleans testimony, even Robert Frazier says he 
had to move completely off target to work the bolt action. 

your eye away from the scop ^ neceBaary . 

S: SS“W “■‘."SThS’-* the rifle from 

«riKng l »e : in°the e Xce as it came to the rear. 

Thi8 action of moving completely off target would increase 
the time to effectively fire three accurate shots, since 

shooter must realm after each shot. Frazier says it 

, „ .1 ,|i to shoot a weapon with a 
requires no training 

telescopic sight.- He bases this assumption on prior 
experience with weapons far superior to C2766. This 
generalization that a scop, makes on. a better shot holds 
true in some situations. However, Frazier leads us to 
believe that an idiot with a rifle can be transforme 

an expert with a $7.17 purchase. 

Posner says the Mannlicher- Carcano is used by some 

hunters to bring down animals as large as elephants. Vet. 

j iricic The NRA Masters 

he quotes Frazier saying it a a 

nn aaid it had "a mule kick." Any weapon 
who tested the weapon said it ha lQW 

that can bring down an elephant would surely no 

testing the weapon. FBI experts estimated . minimum 

• of 2 3 to 3.0 seconds were necessary to cycle the 
time of 2.3 to a. v hot without 

ri£ l. ; that is, to operate the bolt and fire 



aiming. Oswald supposedly had to aim, fire, move completely 
off target, cycle the weapon, repeating this entire process 
three times. All of this supposedly took place in a period 
of no more than six seconds. This is quite a feat for an 
unskilled marksman using an imperfect rifle. The rifle was 
so tattered when it was recovered from the Texas School Book 
Depository that FBI experts had to replace the firing pin 
for fear that it would break during testing sessions. Also, 
shims had to be placed under the scope to bring it into 
working order. 

Three riflemen rated by the NRA as “Masters" were 
selected by the Warren Commission to test Oswald's rifle 
capability. Hendrix, Staley and Miller "each fired two 
series of three shots, using the so- called assassination 
rifle with the telescopic sight." These tests were not 
comparable to the actual assassination scenario. However, 
they are relevant in proving that NRA Masters could not 
duplicate Oswald's feat. They fired from a thirty foot tower 
at three stationary silhouettes spaced at 175, 240 and 265 
feet, respectively. Each rifleman had as much time as 
needed to aim the first shot, unlike Oswald who had to track 
a moving car. 

During the first series, each hit the first and last 
shot, but missed the second shot. Hendrix and Miller hit 
two of the three shots in the second series. Staley hit all 
three times but in 6.45 seconds. Oswald supposedly missed 
once also, but keep in mind he was firing from a sixty foot 



high window at a moving target. Each rifleman had all the 
time in the world to aim the first shot. Shooting at 
stationary targets from a thirty foot tower, they still 
could not match Oswald's "excellent marksmanship." 

Here arises the question of how proficient a marksman 
would have to be to perform the feat of the assassination. 
Ronald Simmons testified before the Commission as to the 
skill level of a shooter capable of successfully firing the 
assassination shots. 



Mr. Eisenberg: Do you think a marksman who is less than 
a highly skilled marksman under those conditions would 
be able to shoot within the range of 1.2 mil aiming 
error [as was done by the experts]? 

Mr. Simmons: Obviously, considerable experience would 

have to be in one's background to do so. And with this 
weapon, I think also considerable experience with this 
weapon, because of the amount of effort required to 
work the bolt. (3H 449) 

Well, in order to achieve three hits, it would not be 
required that a man be an exceptional shot. A 
proficient man with this weapon, yes. But 1 think with 
the opportunity to use the weapon and to get familiar 
with it, we could probably have the results reproduced 
by more than one firer. (3H 450) 



As was stated before, Oswald was not exactly a crack 
pot. In fact, in his military firing evaluations he came up 
almost short of qualifying on one occasion, just making the 
grade by one point. The USMC marksmanship training is 
scored on three levels. "Expert" being the highest with a 
220 point minimum, "Sharpshooter" is the middle grade with a 
minimum score of 210, and "Marksman" is the lowest grade 
with a minimum of 190 points. Oswald was tested twice 



during his service in the US Marine Corps between 1956 and 
1959. In the first recorded test in 1956, Oswald scored a 
212 and made the grade of "Sharpshooter" by 2 points. In 
his last recorded test in 1959, he scored a 191, barely 
making the cut for the bottom grade of "Marksman." In a 
letter including Oswald's last recorded score, Lt. Colonel 
A.G. Folsom, Jr. who was one of Oswald's superiors states: 

"The Marine Corps considers that any reasonable 
application of the instructions given to Marines 
should permit them to become qualified at least as a 
marksman. To become qualified as a sharpshooter, the 
Marine Corps is of the opinion that most Marines with a 
reasonable amount of adaptability to weapons firing can 
become so qualified. Consequently, a low marksman 
qualification indicates a rather poor 'shot'... 

Oswald's evaluators felt that his best recorded score was 
the result of a "good day." When questioned by the Warren 
Commission, Marine Major Eugene Anderson said that bad 
weather, poor coaching, and an inferior weapon may have 
accounted for Oswald's terrible performance in the second 
test. In fact, the weather bureau records show on that day 
(the last test in 1959) there were perfect weather 
conditions at the place of testing, even better weather 
conditions than on November 22, 1963 in Dallas. Oswald had 
no coaching from 1959 to 1963. He can only be placed with a 
gun about twelve times during this period, six of which were 
rabbit/squirrel hunting with a shotgun. A shotgun is hardly 
comparable to a rifle. Furthermore, his shotgun 
capabilities were not good according to Robert Oswald. 



While Oswald was in Russia there could not have been any 
occasions involving rifle practice because rifles were 
illegal there. No known rifle practicing occurred between 
1959 and 1963. Surely you jest in saying Oswald became 
proficient with his rifle by having no instructor, no 
practice and hunting only with a shotgun. 

Sergeant James Zahm, the NCO in charge of the 
marksmanship training unit said, “In the Marine Corps he is 
a good shot, slightly above average ... and as compared to the 
average male. .throughout the United States, he is an 
excellent shot. It was an easy shot for a man with the 
equipment he had and his ability." Why does Posner use such 
sources as Zahm and Anderson, who had no direct contact with 
Oswald; instead, why not use Nelson Delgado who fired on the 
same line with Oswald: 



Mr. Liebeler : Did you fire with Oswald? 

Mr. Delgado: Right, I was in the same line. ®Y 1 

mean we were on the same line together, the same time, 
but not firing at the same position. . .and I remember 
seeing his. It was a pretty big joke, because he got 
lot of "maggie's drawers," you know, a lot of misses, 
but he didn't give a darn. 

Mr. Liebeler: Missed the target completely? 

Mr. Delgado: He just qualified, that's it. He wasn t 
as enthusiastic as the rest of us. (8H235) 



Anderson said the assassination shots "were not particularly 
difficult." Tell that to Hendrix, Staley and Miller. 
Anderson also says "Oswald had full capabilities to make the 
shot." This is in clear contrast to the actual evidence; 

have this capability. Oswald did not 



the NRA Masters didn't 



have the marksmanship capabilities, nor the rifle to carry 
out such an absurd acquisition. The Commission completely 
ignored those in direct contact with Oswald, rather, they 
relied on such hearsays as Anderson and Zahm. 

Oswald could not and did not carry out the November 22, 
1963 assassination. His poor marksmanship together with his 
malfunctioning rifle wouldn't allow it. The evidence is 
clear, someone or some people with superior rifle 
capabilities could only have committed this crime. That 
someone was NOT Lee Harvey Oswald. 
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In Case Closed T Gerald Posner shows a biased opinion of 
Oswald's actions and movements on the 22 of November in 1963. In 
our study of Oswald's actions on that day we found many controversies 
with what Mr. Posner states and how the Warren Commission reported 
the events on the day of the assassination. We explored many topics 
trying to understand what really could of happened that fateful day. 

The initial thing we investigated was Oswald's actions the 
morning prior to the assassination. We wanted to know if he did in fact 
carry a rifle in to work that morning. Oswald rode to work that 
morning and every other morning with Wesley Buell Frazier. The 
morning of the assassination it is known that Oswald carried a brown 
paper bag. Frazier claims, testifies, that he had been informed earlier 
that Oswald was going to bring curtain rods that morning. (W.C. VI II 
pg. 226) There is a big controversy about the bag Oswald carried that 
morning. There are many different accounts of how he carried the bag 
and if the bag could have actually contained the rifle that allegedly 
killed Kennedy. Frazier testifies that Oswald had the package tucked 
under his right armpit and the other end was in his right hand-parallel 
to his body, straight up and down . This goes against what Posner 
writes. His writing makes it seem that the bag goes from under 
Oswald's arm to almost touching the ground. Posner is adjoining two 
different statements. If the bag simply went into the palm of his hand 
then it would not be large enough for Oswald's Mannlicher Carcano 
rifle. Posner changes the testimony around to make it large enough to 
hold a gun. Another witness, Linnie Mae Randle, claims she saw 
Oswald that same morning and the bag he held was in his hand and 



went almost to the ground. Testimony also proved that the bag Oswald 
held would not be large enough to contain the rifle Oswald allegedly 
used. In Presumed Guilty, Sylvia Meagher states that the Warren 
Commission concludes that Frazier and Randal are mistaken in the 
length of the bag (Presumed Guilty pg. 167 R 134). If their testimony is 
true then Oswald did not carry the rifle into work that morning. 
Therefor how could he have been the assassin with no murder weapon? 
Posner ignores Jack Dougherty's testimony that when he saw Oswald 
entering work that morning he had nothing in his hands. 

The next aspect we examined was the bag that he allegedly 
carried the weapon in. The bag was made from materials from the 
Texas School Book Depository, which is where Oswald worked. It had 
to be made within three days of the assassination. There is no evidence 
that Oswald made the bag. The only prints on the bag from Oswald 
were his palm print and his index finger. If he were to have made the 
bag his prints would have been all over it. Also, there were no markings 
of oil on the bag. When the gun was retrieved the officer stated that it 
was a well-oiled gun, but yet none of the oil was on the bag. In Case 
Open , Weisburg states that the man who monitored the tape and bag 
material never recalls seeing Oswald there. There is also no proof that 
Oswald was holding the bag (CE 142) when he left the prints on it. It 
could have been lying on a hard flat surface, Oswald could have leaned 
against or on it and left prints. There was no evidence whatsoever that 
Oswald made this bag. Troy Eugene West is the man that worked at 
the bench where Oswald would have to get tape and materials from his 
bench which he never left. He was never mentioned in the Warren 
Commission's report. West states that the tape used to make the bag 



was from one long strip of tape. It is shown that it had to come from 
that dispenser and would have to of come from that spot. It could not 
have been taken anywhere else to be used. It was constructed at West's 
bench and he never reports to have seen Oswald there. The bag 
supposedly contained fibers which linked it to the blanket the gun was 
kept in. Paul Stombaugh (FBI hair-and-fiber expert) says the bag 
contained a single, brown, delustered viscose fiber and "several" light- 
green cotton fibers. He could render no opinion as to whether the fibers 
had in fact come from that blanket. The commission's theory states that 
the rifle transferred fibers from the blanket to the bag. The Dallas 
Police took no precaution to prevent articles of evidence from 
contacting each other prior to laboratory examination (Exhibit number 
38). This makes this evidence faulty. The fibers could have transfered 
red because of how the evidence was arranged. James Cadigan (FBI 
expert) said that when he examined the rifle, he could not find any 
markings to tie the rifle to the bag. (4H97-98). It would have been 
stored like this for over twelve hours and he had carried it for two 
blocks. It would have some marks on it 

To find out whether or not Oswald was involved in the 
assassination or the lone assassin of President John F. Kennedy Posner 
has to answer one important and critical question: Was Oswald 
definitely on the sixth floor and at the window of the school book 
depository at the time of the shooting? In Case Closed. Posner uses 
witnesses like Charles Givens and Howard Bremen to place Oswald at 
the scene of the crime. 

To make sure Oswald could have been on the sixth floor at the 
time of the shooting, the Warren Commision suppressed the witnesses of 



at least two employees who had seen Oswald on the first floor between 
12:00 and 12:30 pm. Piper's testimony of seeing Oswaid at this time was 
totally discarded. The commision labeled Piper "a confused witness." 
Billy Lovelady, Jack Dougherty, Danny Arce, and Bonnie Ray Williams 
remembered Oswald remained upstairs when they all took the elevators 
down for their lunch break. But, by far, the most damaging testimony 
against Oswald came from Charles Givens. In Case Closed, chapter 
eleven, Posner quotes Givens as saying "I left my cigarettes in my jacket 
pocket upstairs, and I took my elevator back upstairs to get my jacket 
with my cigarettes in it. When I got back upstairs he (Oswald) was on 
the sixth floor... in that vicinity... toward the window up front where the 
shots were fired from... I was getting ready to get on the elevator and I 
say ’ boy are you going down stairs' I say ’ it’s near lunch time'. He said 
'no sir." But Charles Given's testimony was not as accurate as it 
seemed. Firstly it should not be a surprise that Given's testimony links 
Oswald to the sixth floor as this is the floor on which Oswald worked. 
Also from the last time Charles Givens sees Oswald there was still 
thirty-five minutes until the assassination and could have easily gotten 
out of the Texas School Book Depository in this town. According to 
Given's testimony he was somewhere between the elevators at the 
northwest corner of the building and midway between the north and 
south walls. Givens stated that he saw Oswald walking away from the 
southeast corner in the direction of the elevators. Commission exhibits 
725,726,727, and 728 show that this view would have been obscured by 
stacked cartons. Another amazing thing is that Givens was not actually 
taken to the police department to testify against Oswald, originally he 
was wanted for a narcotics charge (namely marijuana). In all the 



twenty-six volumes of the Warren Commission there is no mention of 
cigarettes and it was not until three months later when there was a 
mention of cigarettes while Givens was testifying in front of the Warren 
Commission. 

Another testimony that puts Oswald on the sixth floor at the time 
of the shooting, but is also hard to believe is that of Howard Brennan. 
Brennan places Oswald on the sixth floor at the window with a rifle. 
Although Brennan could identify the gunman and claims to have seen 
him aiming the rifle. He did not see the gun fire, a puff of smoke or the 
gun recoil as most guns do including the Mannlicher Carcano rifle that 
Oswald allegedly used. Also, Howard Brennan did not notice the scope 
which Oswald gun had on it. Another problem with Brennan's 
testimony is that he claims Oswald was standing at the window. From 
commission exhibits 1310,1311, and 1312 if Oswald had been standing 
at the window his head would have been behind a double pane of glass 
and he would not have been able to fire the gun. In Posner's Case 
Closed, we can see from the picture taken right after the shooting that 
Oswald's face would have been distorted by the reflection of the sun 
and dirt on the glass. Brennan later also claims to have seen the 
president get shot in the head. Brennan obviously had incredible eye 
sight to see the gun fire and see the president’s head explode at the same 
time. He also had to be able to see Oswald's face through the glass from 
127 feet away and not the ninety three feet that Posner claims in Case. 
Closed . 

Oswald would have needed six minutes to assemble his gun, have 
it set up and ready to fire. This would place Oswald on the sixth floor 
at least by 12:24pm. The presidential motorcade was also, in fact, 
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running abut five minutes late. This which no assassin could account 
for would place Oswald on the sixth floor even earlier. Caroline 
Arnold's testimony places Oswald on the first floor at around 12:25pm, 
proving Oswald could not have set up his gun and the snipers nest and 
been ready to fire at the supposed time of the motorcade passing. 

More evidence which could exempt Oswald from the sixth floor at 
the time of the shooting is commission exhibit 369. This exhibit is a 
picture of the motorcade and in the background is a man who closely 
resembles Oswald. He stands at the entrance of the Texas School Book 
Depository. Since the picture is not very clear people claim the man at 
the entrance is Billy Lovelady. However, if one examines the clothes 
more closely, one is able to see that the clothes the man is wearing are 
the same as those worn that day by the assumed assassin Lee Harvey 
Oswald. This we can prove from exhibit 2964. If this is true there is no 
way in which Oswald could be an assassin. 

Evidence used to place Oswald at the seen of the crime were 
finger prints. The presence of Oswald's prints being on these objects 
(the boxes and gun) indicates only that Oswald handled them and does 
not disclose exactly when or where he did so. It is definitely possible 
that Oswald touched the cartons prior to the time they were moved to 
the south east corner window. The finger prints were the only physical 
evidence the commission could offer to relate Oswald to the specific 
sixth floor window. The finger prints on the boxes are in a place such 
that it was impossible for the boxes to be carried. Therefore someone 
else could have set up the sniper's nest and someone else could have 
been the assassin at that sixth floor window on November 22, 1963. 



According to Posner in his floor plan of Oswald's escape after the 
assumed assassination of the President, Oswald shoots John F. Kennedy 
at 12:30pm and leaves the Texas School Book Depository at 12:33pm. 
He supposedly does this without running into anybody except a 
policeman on the second floor in the lunch room a minute and a half 
later. He also had to dispose of the gun in this period also. 

There are many problems with this assumed route taken by Lee 
Harvey Oswald. First, the diagram produced by Failure Analysis used 
in Posner's book shows that Oswald walked directly across the sixth 
floor to the stairs which would take less time than having to walk 
through a maze of stacked boxes. By looking at the pictures taken of 
the sixth floor (c. exhibit 719, 723-728) one can see that this would be 
impossible. Because of the stacks of books Oswald would have had to 
weave in and out of many stacks of books or travel along the wall to the 
stairs. This would cause a problem in the time frame in which Oswald 
was seen on the second floor. If Oswald can't make it to the second 
floor in a minute and a half he can not possibly be the assassin. 

Secondly, the rifle was found wedged and covered under many 
boxes. However, Posner states that the gun was just thrown over some 
boxes. By just throwing the rifle over into boxes this would save time 
that was needed for Oswald to reach the second floor a minute and a 
half later. If Oswald had buried the gun under the boxes it would have 
taken him more than one minute and thirty seconds to reach the second 
floor. This would prove Oswald wasn’t the assassin. 

Marrion Baker the officer who runs into Oswald on the second 
floor doesn't notice anything suspicious such as hard breathing are 
sweating by Oswald. This seems strange since he supposedly just killed 



the president, hid the rifle, and ran to the second floor. After Baker 
knows that Oswald works at the depository, Baker continues up the 
stairs. Oswald then is seen by Mrs. Robert Reid at 12:32pm on the 
second floor walking towards the front stairs. Posner would have us to 
believe that Oswald reached the first floor by 12:33pm where he was 
asked directions to a phone by Robert MacNeil from NBC. Using 
common sense one can see that it is impossible for Oswald to take this 
assumed route after supposedly killing the president. 

From the lies and falsifications of Posner's book Case Closed we 
can see that one man, especially one with the ability of Lee Harvey 
Oswald, could pull off such a feet as was done on November 22, 1963. 
The American public is led to believe that a man with the minimun^ rifle 
capabilities of a marksman, shot from a sixth floor window, with a poor 
rifle, successfully killing the president, and then escaping the scene of 
the crime. Even a person of minimum intelligence, if they studied the 
evidence, would find this impossible to believe. It is a shame that the 
American public will allow books such as Case Closed to be published 
in America. Case Closed is obviously full of blurs and lies and should 
be taken off the book shelves immediately. 
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To the doubtless reader, Posner’s book Case Closed may be a plausible conclusion to the 
assignation of John Fitzgerald Kennedy. But if the reader checks the credibility of Posner's facts, 
he will realize that Case Closed is nowhere closer to closing the case than others. In order to 
prove a suspect is guilty, investigators must either obtain substantial evidence and or positive 
identifications. Neither of which the Warren Commission had. To convict Lee Harvey Oswald, 
the investigators had to alter the testimonies of witnesses and ignore legal procedures. 

Throughout Posner's book, he never mentions any of this happening, but in fact it happened one 
time too many. These events occurred when the attorneys would lead the witness on by giving 
hints to the witness as what to say. This was also done by taking unaltered testimony and leaving 
out important facts which would hinder their desired results. 

One of the most notable instances cases of ignoring legal procedures is occurs in one of 
the Warren Commission’s interview with Helen Markham. The attorneys who were interviewing 
witnesses had previous knowledge of the witnesses and what they would say. Knowing that Mrs. 
Markham was a hysterical woman whose opinion could easily be swayed, the attorneys got her to 
say what they needed with little effort. Mrs. Markham claims that she was a witness to the Tippit 
murder because she was standing on a street comer near the scene of the crime(Posner 275). 
Having witnessed the shooting, Mrs. Markham was taken to the line-up to identify the killer. 
From her testimony, the Commission stated that she identified the killer as Lee Harvey Oswald. 
But looking at the transcript of her testimony at the line-up we can see otherwise. 
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Ball: Now when you went into the room you looked theses people over, these four men? 
Mrs. Markham: Yes, sir. 

Ball: Did you recognize anyone in the line-up? 

Mrs. Markham: No, sir. 

Ball: You did not? Did you sc- anybody-! have asked you that question before-did you 
recognize anybody from their face? 

Mrs. Markham: From their face, no. 

Ball: Did you identify any of these four people? 

Mrs. Markham: I didn't know nobody...! had never seen none of them, none of these 
men. 

Ball: No one of the four? 

Mrs. Markham: No one of them. 

Ball: No one of all four? 

Mrs. Markham: No, sir. 

Ball: Was there a number two man in there? 

Mrs. Markham: Number two is the one I picked. .. .Number two was the man I saw shoot 
the policeman.... I looked at him. When I saw this man I wasn't sure, but I had cold chills 
just run all over me.... (3H310-311) 



According to Posner's view of the lineup, "There, she quickly selected Oswald" (Posner 
275). Only in a footnote does Posner quote her actual testimony but conveniently leaves out 
portions which contain the most significant importance, "But when asked if she picked Oswald out 
of the line-up because of his clothes or face, she said, 'Mostly from his face....I told them I wanted 
to be sure, and looked at his face, is what I was looking at, mostly is what I looked at, on account 



of his eyes, the way he looked at me'(Posner 275). 

William Whaley drove the taxi which picked up Oswald after his bus nde and dropped him 
off about five blocks from his boarding house. Posner only mentions Whaley's involvement in 
Oswald's flee from Dealy Plaza. He fails to discuss Whaley’s testimony at the line-up. 

...you could have picked [Osv :>ld] out without identifying him by just listening to him 
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because he was bawling out the policeman, telling them it wasn't right to put him in line 
with these teenagers ...1 le showed no respect for the policemen, he told them what he 
thought about them ...they were trying to railroad him and he wanted his 
lawyer ... Anybody who wasn't sure could have picked out the right one just for that 

(Meagher 257) 

After reading only two testimonies of Lee Oswald's line-up, it makes no wonder how 
almost all of the witnesses picked him as the killer. What is surprising is why some didnt identify 
Oswald, perhaps they were honest witnesses who knew that Oswald wasn't at the scene of the 
Tippit murder. 

One of the most crucial aspects of investigating the Tippit murder is the time at which 
things occurred. Oswald could have easily been acquitted by proving that there was no possible 
way for him to have left Dealy Plaza, run into the witness, and shoot officer Tippit. The Warren 
Commission proved this on accident only they don't parade their results around. Both Posner and 
the Warren Report try to add as much time as allowable to Oswald's flight in order to prove that 
he could have shot Tippit. Try they may, but to honestly add the times together gives a figure 
that proves without a doubt that Oswald wasn't at the murder scene. But Posner recreates 
Oswald’s path using false times. He does this by shaving off a few minutes here and there from a 
few witness' testimonies and completely disregarding others. The most obvious example of this is 
when Posner doesn't account that T. F. Bowley looked at his watch immediately after the murder. 
Bowley’s watch said 1:10(CE 2003, p.l 1). This is five to ten minutes before the Commission had 
stated possible for Oswald to even arrive to the scene. The Warren Commission, FBI, and the 
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CIA are just as much to blame because they never asked Bowley to testify. This more than likely 
occurs because his time didn’t match with what they needed to prove LHO's guilt. Since no one 
else was completely sure of the time these groups felt that they would get away with this. 



Returning to some of the witnesses in the Tippit 
murder, the lineups aren't the only problems with most of 
them. Many of those whose testimony is relevant to the 
murder are questionable at best. Having left his boarding 
house at 1*03 or Ii04 PM, the estimate of the Warren 
Commission, Oswald somehow had to make it nine tenths of a 
mile in ten minutes tops, in order to be on Tenth Street by 
the time Posner claims. Of course, this is already an 
impossibility because the commission's own findings indicate 
that this particular walk takes somewhere around seventeen 
minutes and forty-five seconds, causing him to arrive much 
later than T. F. Bowley's call to the police following the 
murder. Needless to say, the commission did not call Bowley 
to testify. 

William Whaley is the first of the witnesses from whom 
it is difficult to attribute much credibility. During his 
testimony he claimed three different addresses where he 
dropped off Oswald (Whitewash 53). Also, as it seems the 
case with most of the Tippit witnesses, he is not entirely 
clear on what Oswald was wearing, mentally putting him in 
either a grey or blue jacket. Both colors were incorrect 
(Whitewash 53). 

Following his departure from his boardinghouse, where 
housekeeper Earlene Roberts says he appeared to be waiting 
for a northbound bus (in the opposite direction of the 
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murder, as stabed in her affidavit), he valked roughly 
southeast. This the commission had to establish in order to 
get him anywhere near Tenth Street on time, in which they 
failed, anyway. Here Helen Markham, she of the infamous 
lineup mentioned earlier, testified at one time 
(inconsistent with her claims at others) that Oswald was 
walking southwest to northeast, the exact opposite direction 
that the commission and Posner want people to believe 
(Whitewash 56). Posner apparently forgot to allot enough 
time for Oswald to overshoot the scene of the murder and 
then return. 

Mrs. Markham's description of the killer does not 
exactly reflect Oswald, either. She described him as having 
black hair and wearing a white shirt and a white jacket. 
Oswald's hair is brown and he was not wearing those clothes 
at the time of his arrest at the Texas Theater (Whitewash 
57). Judging from her condition after the murder, it is 
perhaps understandable as to why her testimony wavered so 
much. She was hysterical to the point that she was given 
sedatives before her participation in the lineup, and she 
also claimed that Tippit had tried to speak to her for some 
twenty minutes (Accessories 256). It is accepted that 
Tippit died instantly from his wounds. Posner, feeling 
sympathetic toward one of his star witnesses, decided to 
reduce "sedatives" to "smelling salts" (Case Closed 275). 






After removing two shells from his gun, which will be 
discussed later, Oswald supposedly walked directly past cab 
driver William Scoggins, who was eating his lunch nearby and 
later identified Oswald In a lineup. Scoggins said he 
witnessed the murder, but in actuality a bush was blocking 
his view (Accessories 256). From here he reportedly walked 
in the direction of the theater. Incidentally, the Warren 
Commission inadvertently established in its findings that 
Oswald, on average, walked a block a minute. However, it 
took him thirty minutes according to their reconstructions 
to stroll the five blocks from the murder scene to the 
theater . 

One other witness that the commission decided not to 
call on was Johnny Calvin Brewer, a shoestore manager near 
the theater. He described a man who later entered the 
theater: "He just looked funny to me. Well, in the first 

place I had seen him somewhere before. I think he had been 
in my store before. His hair was messed up and looked like 
he had been running, and he looked scared, and he looked 
funny" (Whitewash 60). Posner himself describes Oswald 
through the entire time between the assassination and his 
arrest as very calm, not the disheveled, out of breath 
person that had just run the last many blocks as Oswald 
should have been. Brewer was also left out of the Warren 
Commission's proddings (Whitewash 60). 



The ballistics of the incident also have to be 
explored. Five witnesses, whether eye or ear, claim to have 
heard two or three shots. But the autopsy report is 
missing, and the commission established Tippit's wounds as 
four in number. This is in direct conflict with the Dallas 
police report which states that Tippit sustained three 
wounds, "one time each in the hand, chest and stomach" 
(Whitewash 57). 

Posner makes no attempt at all to explain why a man who 
had just shot a police officer in plain view of other people 
decided to stand there for a few moments to discard a couple 
of empty shells from his gun. The shells were founds by the 
two Davis women after "Oswald" had already "fled" the scene, 
and along with two shells picked up by Domingo Benavides, it 
would seem that four wounds may have been an accurate number 
for Tippit (Whitewash 58). However, the police also located 
an automatic casing which did not correspond with Oswald's 
.38 caliber gun (Whitewash 58). Also, the other shells were 
too badly mutilated to match to Oswald's gun (Accessories 
258). Posner claims one of the bullets had matched well 
enough with the gun, but apparently this is not true. 

Another problem with the gun is why Oswald would have 
elected to remove shells one at a time from his gun. 
According to Harold Weisberg, Oswald's .38 appeared to have 



an ejecting mechanism of some kind, which would 
automatically eject all cases at the same time (Whitewash 
58). Weisberg ponders why anyone with any intelligence 
would deliberately remove shells one at a time. He states, 
"...nothing could be more suspicious than the discarding of 
empty shells at the scene of the crime. Nobody is that 
stupid and nobody ever accused Oswald of being stupid. 
Dropping the empty shells could be intended for only one 
purpose, to have them found and identified" (Whitewash 58). 

Perhaps the best question that could be posed to Gerald 
Posner and the Warren Commission is this, in reference to 
the commission's reenactments of Oswald's nonsensical flight 
by Weisberg s "If Oswald had shot both the President and 
Tippit, the one time he was really clear began within a 
minute or two of the second shooting. He had left $170.00 
in Irving? he had $14.00 with him. He was unseen for almost 
a half-hour. When he had made his getaway, so far as he 
knew and as the evidence shows, why would he have bottled 
himself up in the blind alley of a theater? 

"The answer of the Report is that he wanted to get 
caught. Then why run?" (Whitewash 63). 

Good question. 
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Accessories After The Fact 
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iway, according to his testimony (6H 447), although the report says 25 fee 
'WR'166) He told the police that he did not feel able to identify the killer. Th 
police evidently took him at his word and did not take him to view Oswald m 
a Line-up. 

Benavides, the man who had the closest view of the murder, did not iden ' 
Oswald at that time or even when he was shown a photograph of Oswald mont 
later during his testimony for the Commission. This should be borne in m* 
when the other identifications are evaluated, whether on the basis of a line-up 
or photographs. ... * ^ 

The testimony of Helen Markham, the other eyewitness to the shooting, tr 
been denounced sufficiently by critics of the Warren Report. I do not wish to 
further belabor the point that she lacks any semblance of credibility. She said 
that she was alone with Tippit for 20 minutes before an ambulance arrived, and 
that Tippit — who is said to have died instantaneously — tried to talk to her; she 
was in hysterics and somehow managed to leave her shoes on top of Tippit’s c 
(CE 1974); sedatives had to be administered before she was taken, to view the 
line-up at about 4:30 pjn. on Friday. 

- Mrs. Markham identified Oswald as the man who shot Tippit, just as the! 
Commission claims, but here is how she described it in her testimony, which 
the Commission contends has “probative value.” 

, Ball: Now when you went into the room you looked these people over, 

’ these four me*-? • 

Mrs. Mark hem: Yes, sir. 

Ball: Did you recognize anyone in the line-up? 

Mrs . Markham: No, sir. 

Ball: You did hot? Did you see anybody— I have asked you that question 
\ before — did you recognize anybody from their face? 

* Mrs . Markham: From their face, no. 

Ball: Did you identify anybody in these four people? " „ 

Mrs. Markham: I. didn’t know nobody ... I had never seen none of them, 
none of these men. 

Bo//.* No one of the four? . * 

Mrs. Mar kham: No one of them. 

. Ball: No one of all four? 

/ Mrs. Markham: No, sir. 
f Ball: Was there a number two man in there? 

Mrs. Markham: Number two is the one I picked Number two was the 

1 man 1 saw shoot the policeman I looked at him. When I saw this man 

I wasn’t sure, tut 1 had cold chills just run all over me (3H. 310-311) 

Reading this testimony about the '‘identification" on which the Commission 

relied, I feel a few cold chills too. ** 
i But the Commission has a third witness — the taxi -driver, Scoggins, whom 
* i it classifies as an eyewitness to the shooting although there was a bush which ob- 
^ structed his view of the gunman in* the act of firing. But Scoggins identified Os- 

.u.. ...k M Kim rtrrKf oft*r th* shot* <mn in Kind. 
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The Murder of Tippi: 



about midday. William Whaley, another taxi-driver, came with Scoggins to view 
the line-up. Whaley testified: '*’**■ * 

me and this other taxi-driver who was with me, sir, we sat in the room 
awhile and directly they brought in six men, young teen-agers and they 
were all handcuffed together ... you could have picked [Oswald] out with- 
out identifying him by just listening to him because he was bawling out the 
policeman, telling them it wasn’t right to put him in line with these teen- 
agers. ... He showed no respect for the policemen, he told them what he 
thought about them . . . they were trying to railroad him and he wanted his 
- lawyer Anybody who wasn’t sure could have picked out the right one 
just to that... ( 2H 2 *°- 261 ) 

If Scoggins or the other witnesses who picked Oswald out of the line-up 
could not tag him by his protests of a frame-up, or by his conspicuous bruises 
l hd black eye, they had the added advantage of hearing him state his name and 
place of work — the Book Depository, which the whole country believed to be 
the site of the assassination. The three men who appeared in the line-ups with 
Oswald on Friday were all Dallas police employees— W. E. Perry and Richard 
Clark, detectives, and Don Abies, jail clerk. Each of those men testified that he 
was asked his name and occupation and that he gave fictitious answers. Oswald 
also responded when he was asked his name and occupation— information which 
was saturating all the news media — but his replies were factual, not fictitious. 
(7H 234, 237-239 , 241-242) The same question-and-answer routine was fol- 
lowed at the Saturday line-up, according to one of the participants. 
(7H 245-246) How, then, could anyone fail to “identify” Oswald? 

The Warren Commission saw nothing wrong with the composition or man- 
agement of the line-ups. It was “satisfied that the line-ups were conducted fairly.” 
(WR 169) In my view neither the line-ups nor the Commission were “fair,” and 
I would insist that all the identifications of Oswald by witnesses to the Tippit 
murder be discarded as utterly valueless. 

1 The witnesses who saw a man fleeing the scene are numerous. 3 Four of 



1 3 There have been reports of at least four more eyewitnesses who are i 
the Warren Report. A B.B.C broadcast includes an interview with a Mrs. Ann McCravcy 
(phonetic spelling), who witnessed the shooting from her window. George and PatncuL Nash, 
in an anicie^Tbe Other Witnesses” in the New Leader of October 12, l96 V. r * v Jf^ 
existence of three additional witnesses— Frank Wright and ha wife, and Acqmlla Clemons. 
None of those four witnesses was summoned by the Warren Commission or, apparently, 

- even interviewed by* its servant agencies. * . . , . . * „ run.. Pnlirj. 

Still another witness at the Tippit scene comes to light in the testimony of a Dtlla Police 
Reserve Kenneth Hudson Croy. (J2H 186-206) Croy told Commission Counsel Burt Gnffin 
(the same Griffin as the one who cited as evidence for Oswalds procnce in the Book 
Depository window the fact that Oswald had shot Tippit) that he had been 
restaurant where he had a lunch date when he came to the Tippit scene, just body 

was being loaded into the ambulance. He had talked ‘o scleral of flui known 
and also to “a man that was standing there in the yard. (12H 202 ) The 
“Oswald" walk up the street “some blocks to where he got to before h* got to Tippit J 

Croy testified that he had turned this witness over to some other officers and they talked 
to him’\ he did not remember the man’s name. Nor is there anythin g 
this mai without or with a name, although he had witnessed the Tippit bllers ^^aiong 
East Tenth Street and might well have had important inforaianon and at l«sta ^npuon 
to contribute. The fact that the Dallas police (other than Rescue 0®^r^) have n^ 
tioned nothing about this unnamed man cannot justify the assumption that ha observauons 
were unimportant or unnecessary; they may in fact justify the opposite mfermce. 

^iu«v»h •»« r-nvN te^timonv about a hitherto 
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be seen from the testimony of Domingo Benav.des (Callaways employee). 3 
t,p n Ted Callaway got around there, he opened the car door and pickeSj 

'• And .o Ted ta *» 'f,£'S »“»f iiSlS. ”w«t dow„ Tm J 

*“* asked me which way [the kille J • j e d ai^ady seen? 

Street toward the office, and come to find o t 45^ 

him go by there. ~ ; 8 

Indeed it is paradoxical that Callaway, who supposedly had seen *f , kU J] 
after he turned the comer and was out of Benavides' range of vision, should haw| 

L,d him “which way he went.” The lawyers for the Commission seem to hayej 

' ““ “Zftt „w , man fed.. d. — „«,= conUUdd 

uniil .he and ol landary 1964, Iwo mornhs af.nr ihcir Heating Sl™l>“ *5 
unknown man Several of them identified Oswald from a photograph as the man 

they had seen two months before-however theyd.d not se ‘ e « h “ 

\ tr0 m a group, according to standard pracuce, because they were shown on ij 
\ Oswaki’^picture. TTiat Inch “identifications" are worthless is, of «» «* 

^ evident. The Commission makes itself ridiculous by asking us re a ^ 

^ *Sonw tftiM witnesses who were contacted at the end of Januan' did tw 
identify Sswaid. One of them. Warren Reynolds was shot in ^head^nex, 
j v (This will be discussed in a later chapter.) He recovered jm_ — 

reversed himself, in July 1964, and at that time .dentifi^ Osw^from a p^ 
graph shown him during his Commiss.on testimony. L. J. Lewu.cm 
hand, maintained that he had been too distant from the a* i » ^ 

an obstacle that did not deter two witnesses m the same location 
identifying Oswald from a photograph, on January 22, 19t>4. 

The eyewitness identifications are highly vulnerable and would have bee 
tom J LredT “a courtroom. What other evidence, then, mn*m |to 
Oswald 7 A jacket discarded near the Tippit scene, which will be d “ cusse 
detailtater, and the fact that four discarded shells matched the revolver whmh 
Oswald is said to have had on his person when he was arrested m 
' Theater As we shall see, the four shells do not correspond exactly with the fo f 

SrSSr#-. b*,. - 4. »*. *““•”» w 'r™i 

«—M » * “ tav “* mITTotwald-s 3 
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list-person story by Dallas Police Officer N. M. McDonald, in which he gives an 
r c count of the arrest of Oswald in the Texas Theater. The story appeared in the 
fDallas Morning News of November 24, 1963. 1 McDonald wrote that while he 
\ as cruising toward Oak Cliff the police got a tip that a “man acting funny was 

Lied up in the balcony of the Texas Theater The cashier at the picture 

fcbow was the one who called in to say this guy was acting suspicious and hidden 
Rjut in the balcony.” There were ten to fifteen people in the theater, “spread out 
feood” (only two of whom gave evidence, the others remaining unknown to this 
|ay). “A man sitiing near the front, and I still don't know who it was, tipped me 
Bis man I wanted was sitting in the third row from the rear, not in the balcony" 

(this is not the story as told in the Warren Report or in the testimony of Johnny 
Calvin Brewer, the shoe, salesman who supposedly pointed Oswald out). 

’’ “j we nt up the aisle, and talked to two people sitting about in the middle. I 
upas crouching low and holding my gun in case any trouble came. McDonald, 
(according to his published story, then approached Oswald, who muttered that it 
feas all over now and hit him a “pretty good one" in the face with his fist. “I saw 
Kim going for his gun and I grabbed him around the waist." They struggled; 
[McDonald got his hand on the butt of the pistol but Oswald had his hand on the 
rigger. McDonald pulled the gun toward him and heard the hammer click. “The 
rimer was dented and it didn’t fire.” 

There are many discrepancies between McDonald’s newspaper story and 
the final version of the arrest. For example, here is a passage from the testimony 
fef FBI firearms expert Cortlandt Cunningham. 

- Eisenberg: Now, Officer McDonald's statement that the primer of one 
L round was dented on misfire: as far as you can tell, could this statement be 
confirmed? 

Cunningham: No, sir; we found nothing to indicate that this weapon’s firing 
pin had struck the primer of any of these cartridges. (3H 463) 

Did an experienced police officer really make so gross an error as to see a 
nt where there was none? 

Even more intriguing is McDonald's statement that he was crouching low 
fand holding his gun as he approached Oswald. Here is a truly sensational admis- 
sion, one which undermines the whole official version of the arrest — for no one 
/of sound mind possibly believe that Oswald punched McDonald, or tried 
jta draw his own gun, while the policeman’s gun was already pointing at him. 

|r After the story of November 24, McDonald never suggested in his tesd- 
kmony or reports that he had his revolver in his hand as he approached Oswald, 

Trot that is what he wrote right after the event, when the predisposirions of the 
^ case were not yet clear. 

r The Warren Commission undoubtedly studied the contents of the Dallas 
^ newspapers which appeared both before and after the assassination. Surely the 
j Commission did not overlook McDonald’s signed story, with its startling impli- ^ 

cations. Yet when McDonald testified before the Commission, he was not Q 
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Accessories After The Fact 



(5) The dispatcher tried to contact Tippit at 1 p.m. for an apparent! 
which is completely inconsistent with the authenticity of the 12:45 
messages. 

(6) Tippit*s failure to respond to signals at 1 p.m. remains unexpl^ 
1:08 call to the dispatcher comes after too long an interval to be regard 
response to the 1 p.m. signal, if Tippit was merely cruising at a leisure 
on quiet streets where there was no incident requiring police action untilj 
self was shot. 

(7) The dispatcher’s signals to Tippit after a citizen’s report of a sh 
without reason to believe that Tippit was in the district and before any in3 
that Tippit was the victim — remain unexplained and may point to clap| 
activities on Tippit’s pan which would nullify the official theory of hisT 



Tippit and the Pedestrian 

In the early days of the case police spokesmen maintained that Tippit had? 
the police radio description of the suspect in the assassination and on tha? 
had halted the pedestrian who shot him. Skeptics ridiculed this as being~im 
inconsistent with the facts ana with an eyewitness description of the encou" 
Rumors circulated that Tippit and Oswald were known to each other, andj§ 
lished speculations suggested that the two men were involved in a plot to ; 
sinate the President. 

The Warren Report later asserted that there was no evidence that Os§ 
and Tippit were acquainted, had ever seen each other, or had any mutu 
quaintances. There was no way to determine with certainty whether Tippit] 
recognized Oswald from the description broadcast on the police radio, but‘i| 
“conceivable, even probable,” that Tippit had done so. (WR 651) 

Information in the Hearings and Exhibits provides cause for serious”! 
vations about the Commission’s assertions and reasoning. I have already pou 
out that the radio log throws grave doubt on the official explanation of Tipn 
movements and that at 1 p.m. he was mysteriously absent from his car, 
fused for other reasons to reply to the dispatcher’s signal. We do not know^T 
Tippit was doing between 12:54 p.m. and the time he was shot, but then 
nothing to suggest that he was stopping pedestrians who fit the description off 
assassination suspect, an ‘‘unknown white male, approximately thirty, sle 
build, height five feet ten inches, weight 165 pounds, reported to be armed wi 
a .30 caliber rifle.” (CE 705) It would be amazing if Tippit saw no male pedjj 
trian on the streets of Oak Cliff between 12:45 and the time he was shot whq 
that vague description. Did Oswald, viewed from behind, fit the description?.] 
was younger than thirty by six years; was not armed with a rifle. It would^ 
even more remarkable, then, if Tippit stopped him and no one else. 



. one witness claims to have seen what 

~HeTch”ttfai1rtiainr-^ 



OOJLU UiW 

^mw anu uicy ju5i ^cpfl:oniLhg Thj^lie;.curb, and_ 
nally they IK? th * T * a it «mnn*ri 





m; What about the-man? Was he stili walking ? . 
7T Maskkam : TheTnan^stopped. . V . T saw the man 

1 1 • * _ -i — -1 o rm c- rmr^- » h ic n ^ 14 



come over- to the car 



hrcie ancf friendly and 



Kdn’t think, nothmgahouut^you Knowymeponce are nice and 
thought friendly conVefsalTon. W ell» 1 16o kedTan d.ffier^wej; e wn tuuiuig, 
tek had tnjwai t. « . * ** -T hb ma n,-like4-K>kl- you»^i4iis-aLEHa6~up t leaned 



e cars coming, 



two 



C* very sl owly wasn' t angrv 



ffiiTcar, and I- still just- thought 
nu a/i 



(3H 307) 



ncounter as Mrs. Markham has described it is compatible with any num- 
Jcauses. Tippit might have stopped the man to ask for a match, and they 
rhave exchanged comments about the shooting of the President less than 
Bout before. Tippit might have stopped an acquaintance and stopped to ask 
is sick mother was feeling. The scene sketched by Mrs. Markham suggests 
^be pedestrian made no attempt to avoid the policeman and that he ex- 
fno signs of alarm or tension. This hardly suggests a man unnerved by 
Fguilt or a man who had spent the preceding 45 minutes darting about 
otand by vehicle in an “escape.” Tippit’s behavior is even less compatible 
he Commission’s theory. He should have known better than to leave the 
Sad he been suspicious of the man he stopped. He should have summoned 
orcements on the police radio, just as another officer did who was working 
ne^and found a man whom he wished -to arrest, as shown in the radio log. 
Z974, PP- 48-5 1 ) He might have told the man to get into the car to be 
l to the police station for questioning. But why should Tippit leave the car 
fcthe circumstances which the Commission considers “conceivable,, even 
Sbable’7 He did not leave the car in order to search the pedestrian for a con- 
ned rifle. He did not leave the car to subdue by force a suspect who had made 
gesture of resistance and didn’t try to run away. If Tippit had stopped, the 
strian — whether Oswald or someone else — on suspicion that he was the 
residential assassin, it was reckless and probably against regulations for him to 
ave his car. It seems to me that a solitary policeman seeking to apprehend a 
Qgerous criminal would first have called on the police radio to give informa- 
gn, ask instructions, and seek help. 8 That is what was done by other officers. 
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6. THE TIPPIT MU RD ER 







If the Tippit nurder had not happened, It would have had to 
waa ° n lnvont ® d • Th «re reason to believe that, In effect, 

The assassination case against Oswald was no case at all. It y 
g on coincidences, conjectures, speculations, - and eyewitness ac- 
nt* of such dubiousness no sensible lawyer would have taken them 
c°ia*t. Above all, it depended upon a willingness to believe, 
c willingness was supplied by the murder of Tlpplt. ' A s the police 
zed upon this coincidence" and wholesaled their version to an un- 
world clamoring for the capture of the assassin, there seemed to 
no question In this murder. Innumerable dependable witnesses saw 
ry thing - the shooting, the flight, and the capture. 

“° thing could be further from the truth. The so-called erl- 
ce in the Tlppit case is a tissue so thin the Conmission should 
5 3 ®® n through it without difficulty. But Its myopia In the Ken- 
I 5 33aaainatioa turned iato blindness in the Tlppit killing. 

Jhe Conaoisaion accepted the police version of the Tlppit slar- 
without any audible question. With all of it i powers, with the 
qU f7?7j J1Veatl « atlvi * Maourca3 upon which it could draw, even with 
ability to compel testimony sheltered f rcm cross- axaminat ion, for 
°j, tb ® vaunted eyewitnesses and the so-called "ballistics' evi- 
• 1 ^ w ! UDd «p a case so feeble that it lacks even the of- 

Lal certification that Tlppit is dead. 1 
^As with the solution of the assassination, when the Coomiisaion 
* aced with undesirable alternatives, choosing the unbelievable 
slon of the Dallas police and launching its own real investigation 
Commission chose to stick with the pat story whl^ETmost A^ricais’ 
been cozened into believing. The police lost all Interest in any 
»r suspect they had °swald in band. This Is clearly estab- 

zed by the 362 typewritten pages of the three otherwise contradic- 
T versions of the same radio logs, which reveal the existence of 
Jr suspects. The Com m ission was unwilling to confront the inevi- 
Le coasequoncea of destroying the re cons true ted "solution" of the 
>lt murder. Had it done so, the "solution" of the assassination 
b*T. been Jeopardised. Than all the questions erring to be 
Jd would have been heard. 

the police and the Commission made the same decision- With 
Lrd In hand, why beat the bushes? 

The result in the Tlppit case was that the Conmission proved 
tld could not have been the murderer. For all the care La 

-ting the Report, with all that its authors were able to suppress 
00 othar WOPti “ill do - there emerged a high- 
luostionabie story. Examination of the misrepresented, scattered 
-ea, avoided and suppressed evidence in the supplementary volumes' 
»als a shocking story. J 

Having gotten Oswald out of the Texas School Book Depository 
*t 12:33 p.m., in defiance of its own unimpeached evidence 
commission then got him to his rooming ho use at 1026 North Beck- 
Avenue in the Oak Cliff area by a combination of fast shuttle and 
: shuffle - the shuttle on the transportation and the shuffle of 



the witnesses and their testimony. . 

To get to his rooming ho use, Oswald had to take a bus that want 
caat the Book Depository Building to the west. With the oonfusion 
ilreadT beginning in the area and the even greater confusion certain 
rapidly to ensue, we are to believe that he walked seven blocks to 
the east to catch an oncoming bus that would be bound, to got 
cSSgh“In the traffic JenTse stayed on this bus just long enough 
to involve the Commission with two of the moat fantastic of 
witnesses and left in time to Involve it with another. The reader 
£ encouraged to compare the delicately selected portions of their 
t e a timonyquo ted by the Report with what they actually aaid. 
section of the Export is entitled Oswald* s Movements Af-er Leaving 

D<,P ° a Cecil Mc^atters was the busdriver. Ha had his own private 
candidate for assassin - not Oswald - and voted for-^hia at the 
lineup. With commendable understatement, the Report decided Me- 
Watters* recollection alone was too vague to be a basis for plao- I 

ling Oswald on the bus" (Rl59). * « - . n< „ 

He was reinforced by Mary Bledsoe. She generously. If i Ju- 
diciously, provided the Commission with the kind of purple 
It could quote and it did, but not in context. The Report cul-ed 
the phrases: "I didn't like his attitude ; 1 “just didn't wnt him 

ixound me"; "there was something about him I didn't like ... . ••• 

be looked so bad in his face, and his face urns so distorted (M59). 
Any meaning In all but the last quotation really has to bfl supplied 
by the reader. Mrs. Bledsoe was alone in her opinion of °swald s 

visage^ ^ ^ 3e ntence, the Report condensed Mrs. Bledsoe's testi- 

mony about Oswald's shirt, saying, Mrs. Bledsoe identif-od the 
shirt as the one Oswald was wearing and she stated she was certain 
that it was Oswald who boarded the bus (Rl59). -sport 

no space for the means by which she identified the shirt - it alone 
was shown her by government agents. Nor did It find it necessary 
to* quote her testimony that prior to being shown the shirt she had 

“"Wb&k. after leaving the bus on which, to the Commission' s 
good fortune, he was seen by Me Watters and Mrs. Bledsoe, toswald took 
a cab driven by William Whaley . \ It was Whaley who In his ^® 3t ^^7 
escalated the size of the four-man police lineup to six and delivered 
Oswald to three different addresses, including an intersection of two 
streets that run parallel. Of Whaley's identification of Oswald 3 
clothing, the Report says he testified that Oswald 
either the gray zippered Jacket or the heavy blue Jacket. He was 
in error, however So is the Report. Oswald was wearing 

neither, but Whaley swore he was wearing both. 

Whaley's commentary on the Dallas police, which began with the 
flat statement that they had prepared for him a statement to 
he swore, identifying Oswald before viewing the lineup, 
found unworthy of mention. It did, bovever, refer 
accuracy to his perfommnee at the lineup: "Whaley 

was the man under. *o- 2. Actually Oswald was under d o. 3 (R161). 

After a dose of Whaley, the authors of the Report may be Tor- 
given almost anything. Oswald was nmder number 2, regardless or 
tfiat the Report says (6HU30). In his final appearance before the 
Commission, Whaley resolved the problem with which he had confronted 
It with this affidavit in which he said Oswald was the No. 3 men. 
Although each position had a number over it, and Oswald was under 
the number "2 , Whaley decided to ignore the official numbers and 
count. Not from left to right, as the official police nutate rs went, 
but from right to left. That is how Oswald got to be “J- 3. 

The confusion In the addresses to which Whaley said he took 
Oswald was resolved In the Report in the .sane way it resolved the 
contradiction in Whaley's manifest, which showed the wrong time. 

It Just got him to say he had been wrong and wuat the Consuls si afl 



needed in its race against time was right. So, as Oswald had, ac- 
cording to the Consniseion, seen fit to walk seven blocks in the 
wrong direction to catch his bus, he also rode the cab fire or more 
blocks past his roaming ho us e and then walked back (R162-3 ) . By 
means of clocking both the cab ride and the walk, with the help of 
Whaley's verbal correction of his written manifest, the authors of 
the Report felt they were able to say that Oswald got to the room- 
ing house at 1 o'clock. Perhaps the exact language, which makes men- 
tion of the other address Whaley gave, might be more interesting. 
Oswald "would have entered the cab at 12:47 or 12:48 p.m." because 
he left the bus at 12:44. The cab ride took six minutes. 

"If he was discharged at Nealy and Beckley (the Commission* s 
preference) and walked directly to his rooming house , he would have 
arrived there about 12:59 to 1 p.m. Pram the 5^0 block of **orth 
Beckley (the address in the manifest, two blocks farther from the 
roominghouse ) , the walk would be a few minutes longer, but in either 
event he would have been in the roominghouse at about 1 p.m." The u 
Commission was going to get him there at 1 p.m. come hell, high \ 

water or fact,* because, as it will soon be seen, 1 p.m/ "was really 
too late, anyway. 

The testimony that placed Oswald at his roominghouse was vague 
by even the Commission' a standards. Instead of quoting it, they 
state it on their own authority, "about 1 p.m. he entered the house 
..." IB163). The section on the roominghouse is concluded with more 
of the "if 0 evidence: "if Oswald left his roominghouse shortly af- 

ter 1 p.m. and walked at a brisk pace, he would have reached 10th 
and Patton shortly after 1:15 p.m. Tippit's murder was recorded on 
the police radio tape at about i:i6 p.m.” (R165). 

lira. Earlene Roberts, then housekeeper at the roominghouse, tes- 
tified to -almost what the C ommi ssion wanted on time. But seconds 
were too precious for the Report to quote her testimony as the sourco 
of its knowledge. There were too many hazards Involved. Only once 
during her ten-page deposition (6H434-44) <iid the subject of* time 
arise. The Commission knew in advance Just about all the witnesses 
would "testify to. Assistant Counsel Ball asked her "approximately 
what time Oswald arrived. 

»tar, b ecause it -after -Presided^ ILeniWay^haaT^ecx- sub* - 
tp-KDoldn' t-Ttaiititcrt: amyr because?-* n 

That was*"enbugh for SaXXV' Ha interrupted her to ask, 
did. he stay in the room?" 

1 "Oh, maybe not more than 3 or 4 minutes 
swered ( 6 H 440 ). . __ _ 

The Report acknowledges Mrs. Roberts' statement that shortly a* - 
ter Oswald left the house she saw he was waiting at a bus stop. 5 be 
did not use the word "seconds" as the Report does. ^or did this 
quest* on even come up in her testimony. It was in an affidavit she 
executed December 5, 1963 (7H439). The Commission, of course, knew 
01 coa affidavit and quoted it in her testimony but avoided this part 
In it she stated, "I saw Lee Oswald standing on the curb at the bus 
stop Just to the right and on the same- side of the street as our 
house. I Just glanced out the window that once. I don't know how 
long Lee Oswald stood at the curb nor did I see which direction he 
went when he left there." 

- Understandably, the Report wanted to avoid this as much as pos- 

sible. The bus stop at which Mrs. Roberts last saw Oswald is for 
the bus going north on Beckley. The Tippit murder was south of 
there. The Report oreferred not to explain why a man it wanted to 
be going south without the waste of a fraction of a second was wait- 
ing for a northbound bus. Naturally, the amount of time waiting at 
a bus stop should have been deducted from the time Oswald had to 
get to the Tippit killing. The Report did not want to deduct it, 
and so it did not. 

Although not at this point, the Report also acknowledges Mrs. 
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5* - "n^Twalklng to Jhi Tippit «*r«- . 

5S.2-&. ■asrsrs.-ss 

lagedly appeared nine- tenths of a mile away, at 
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.urnad east on Davis to Crawford, which run a diagonally to fcha 
iheast • At Tenth ha turned toward the northeast. A block ahead 
cfaa econa of the coming Tippit slaying. 

The Commission's chart, for all the rare telepathic powers the 
.at had, enabling ^ m to commune with the dead, omit tod three of 
four streets crossing Beckley upon which Oswald could have turned, 
ioes not show that Patton, the atreet whoae comer with Tenth la 
leat to the scene of the killing, parallels Beckley north of Davis. 
)suald was going to a rendezvous with Tippit, he was not using the 
: convenient route. Ha did go out of hi a way, which at least has 
merit of keeping all the Commission' a route reconstructions 11- 
leal and unlikely. If be had been going to where Ruby's apartment 
reported co have been, at the scene of the killing he was about 
blocks away. Again, if he were going to Ruby's, be was not going 

Che direct route. . . . 

The telepathic powers of the staff did not extend to learning 
alleged Oswald* s alleged destination. There appears to be no 
s<in why he should have been walking as be was in the reconstruc- 
ts The one possible destination indicated by the Report or its 
rt is the Texas Theatre. Ha would have reached this by walking 
th on Backley to Jefferson and turning west a short distance, 
t is where he was subsequently arrested. No suggestion of where 
aid was going or why ho would have gone the way the Report says ha 
is oven hinted at. Ha was seen by no one. 2e went that way be- 
ise the Report says he went that way. 

There is but thing that makes sense of this reconstruction, 

t is an effort to make it conform to the highly suspect testimony 
Helen Markham. ' Mrs. Markham said she saw the man -she later iden- 
*ied as Oswald cross Patton at Tenth, going from southwest to 
•theaat. The most direct route in conformity with Mrs. Mar kh a m s 
:ount was the one the Report used, whether or not It makes sense, 
using its new technique of willing the existence of proof, by ^ 
it wishing it into existence, the Report subs tan tiatea her. If 
/•body naeded substantiation, it certainly was Mrs. Markham. • 

The Report allows Oswald less than 13 minutes to walk from his 
3 mi ng house to Tenth and Patton. This generosity towards itself 
s accomplished by simply Ignoring Mrs. Roberts' unquestioned tes- 
aony. A a it did with its other oawald movements, the Conmission 
sad thia one with a stopwatch on April fl, 1964. It did not bother 
take sworn testimony from the staff members who did the timing, 
sista nt Counsel David W. Bolin merely declared while exam i ning 
aley thkt he and others had walked by what be described as the 
ong way around route-" (6H43U). a ow long did it take? 

Seventeen minutes and forty- five seconds! Tippit was killed 
7 e minutes before Oswald could have gotten to the scene of his 
rdar! 

It is now dear why this is the only one of the time re con- 
ructions not quoted but "interpreted by the Report. 

So we begin our examination of the Tippit murder, with which 
iuald was charged by both the police and the Commission, with the 
• rtain knowledge that he could not have been the killer. The Couu 
. salon itself proved this, though unintentionally^ 

"Poor Dumb Cop" _ 

Patrolman J. D. Tippit was cruising east on Patton Street at 
iout 1-15 p.m. when he saw and stopped a man be must have recog- 
Lzed as the suspected assassin. The Report reaches this conclusion 
i cause the police radio had broadcast the suspect s description 
tppit had a radio (H165). W TiPPt* &■<* 6I “ description, did 

t not follow ha was Just Ignoring tha dispatcher's call to him 
a Ting found It expedient to aeold the unanswered 1 o'clock call to 
in, the Reoort also avoids the UIcal 7 Implications. 

* _ * , t_ j - .M . V — C^ee -.♦* Am mi*"** T» tl nH nf 



the assassin found it "vague". The Commi salon ' s purposes were 
served by regarding this as a description from which an Identifi- 
cation could be made. Therefore, it pretended the description was 
meaningful. Its purposes were served'* by assuming Tippit heard the 
broadcast. It so assumed. No contradiction is possible. Tippit 
is dead. The Conmission represents power and authority. Its con- 
clusions have been more widely reported and believed than those of 
any document in history. One of the foundations of its entire Re- 
port is this assumption, for it is this unsubstantiated hypothesis, 
without authentication, that provides the reason for Tippit* a acdon. 

Of the mun the clairvoyant Tippit stopped, there were enough 
readily available descriptions from the various witnesses so that 
almost any average size man who was not fat would have fit. The 
Report, as with the Kennedy assassination, was unable to come uo 
with who gave the broadcast description. This la as Incredible wi -b 
the Tippit killing as it was with the assassination, even if the Com- 
mission was content. 

• Mrs. Markham was standing on the diagonally opposite comer. 
Although she lives in the area, she was unable to identify direc- 
tions even with assistance, and strong hints from the Commission. 

She was standing there screaming after the shooting. : She put her 
hands over her eyes but kept her fingers spread, baby-fashion, and 
through the cracks she saw the gu nm an . This is her account, in any 
event, even if other witnesses contradict it. Mrs. Markham's de- 
scription "and that of other witnesses led to the police broadcast 
at 1-22 o.a. describing the slayer as 1 about 5*8", black hair, 
slender' * (H167). Omitted from this description is the fact that 
the pickup notice was not for the killing but for investigation . 

It also gave a clothing description. Including a white jacket 
and a "white shirt". This was not a description of the clothing 
Oawald was wearing (17EiilO ) . 

There were serious problems with Mrs. Markham and her contra- 
dictory descriptions. The Report does not quote her as the source. 

It is satisfied with the police composite. 

Prior to the murder, the police car stopped and the man walked 
up to it and reated his forearms on the right band door and had a 
calm chat with Tippit. Then with equal calmness, Tippit got out of 
the oolice car and started to walk toward the front. Having, as the 
Report informs us, suspected this man was the dangerous killer, the 
policeman did not find It necessary to draw his pistol. Instead, he 
just sat there, unarmed, and they had a quiet talk. In quoting 
Chief Curry's characterization of Tippit as a "very fine, dedicated 
officer", the Report mo rely adds to the incredibility of this account. 

When Tippit was abreast of the hood of his car, the gunman 
fired. Three shots, according to Mrs. Markham (R165). Three shots, 
according to Domingo Benavides, the only bona fide eyewitness who 
was 25 feet or less away and looking (R166). Captain Glen King, 
three times (2 qHU 54). The Davis women, two times. The Report, how- 
ever, says four bullets were recovered from Tippit 's body (R172). 
Captain h a vin g placed the number of shots at three, also lo- 

cated them. At same point, there must be seme record that states 
precisely what injuries Tippit sustained. He was taken by ambulance 
to Methodist Hospital. And they do have autopsies in Texas, even if 
the President did not get one. But the Report has no medical state- 
ment on Tippit and no autopsy report . 

Further* contradicting the account of the Report and compounding 
the uncertainty is an undated and unsigned Dali®® Police Department 
"case report" on which J. R. Leavelle is Hated' as the investigating 
officer (Exhibit 2003 ,2J±H253) . Undescribed in the table of contents 
of the volume, which Identifies this single exhibit of hundreds of 
pages of different - even unrelated - documents as DaH*a Police De« 
partment file on investigation of the assassination of the President , 
this "case report" says Oswald "... shot Officer Tippit three times: 
one time each in the hand, chest and stomach. 



Haring killed the policeman, did. the murderer flee? Of course 
not. First he remained at the scene, in plain view of the eyewit- 
nesses. He removed two empty casings from the revolver and care- 
fully dropped them where Benavides (6H I|] i U ) could not avoid seeing 
them. Then he took his time back down to the corner be had Just 
crossed and repeated the performance in view of n rs. Markham and two 
other women named Davis whose exact relationship the C ommi ssion 
leaves unsettled. ^ - 

At the comer he increased his pace a bit. He crossed dafctou'"* 
either there or near the next comer, depending upon which eyewitness 
you believe. Having gone south for a block on Patton, he turned west 
on Jefferson and was last seen near a parking lot in that block. 

Twelve people saw him during this short time. B 0 ne followed him. 

If this man was Oswald, as the Report sars, and if it was Oswald 
seen sneaking into the Texas Theatre with $14.00 in his pocket, as 
the Report also says, it too* this officially authenticated block-a- 
mlnute walker almost half an hour to traverse that five-block dis- 
tance. However, according to the testimony, he got there looking as 
though he had been running. . _ , 

** At the murder scene, meanwhile, Benavides had reported the slay- 
ing over the dead officer's radio. The place was soon crawling with 
police, despite the apparent inability of the dispatcher to give the 
right address. He was given it immediately, but each time he answered 
a call be gave a different wrong address. Benavides carefully recov- 
ered the two empty stalls he saw fall. The police appear to have 
then made no real search for the others. 

Mrs. "Charlie 0 Virginia Davis and Mrs. Barbara Jeanette Davis 
had different apartments in the old house on the southeast comer of 
Tenth and Patton. At the time of the shooting, Charlie Virginia was 
on a bed In Barbara's livingroon. Later that day, she found one 
the empty casings dropped at the corner. Still later, Barbara foi^p$;c 
the other (3E345). They turned the casings over to the police. 

Although the police appear to have made no serious search for 
the empty cartridges, there are two indications of a police interest 
>****“ in them. Both were recorded in the radio logs. One reported the 

finding of an empty automatic pistol shell (17Hl*17). -It would seem 
that policemen would know the difference between revolver and auto- 
matic* casings. And it would seem they should all count to four 
without error. But after the two Benavides shells and the finding 
of the automatic shell, the dispatcher ordered two cars back to the 
theatre, saying, "they want the theater shaken down good for two 
hulls (Dallas police jargon for empty shells). Believe the sublect 
reloaded his pistol in the theater. w e need the two hulls, 2:26 
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p .in. " ( 173429 ) • / _ 

There is no further interest in the automatic shell. Oswald had 
been arrested and was on his way to police headquarters before lol 
(17EJ+20). His revolver could not accept the .3° caliber automatic 
shell reporteG found at the scene. 

Prior to the 2:26 broadcast, the police had had graphic descrip- 
tions of how the suspect had emptied his gun with such ostentation. 

The reason for the belief the suspect emptied his revolver in the 
theatre is not indicated and the subject is forever forgotten. 

Why the weapon had to be emptied one shell at a time also is not 
indicated. Most revolvers have automatic ejector mechanisms. When 
some are ooened, all the shells, empty or full, are ejected simulta- 
neously. Others have an ejector mechanism that accomplishes the 
sane result. The photograph of this pistol (R170) seems to show 
such a mechanism. Whether the mechanism was on the pistol and wheth- 
er or not it was working, nothing could be more suspicious than the 
discarding of the empty shells at the scene of the crime. Nobody is 
that stupid and nobody ever accused Oswald of being stupid. Drop- 
ping the empty shells could be intended for only one purpose, to 

have them found and identified,-^ — — _ 

f The witnesses, on., the --shell-dropping episode we re . .not *£o° aaste ntri f 



consistent ultneases ere the Toleus*ther-tn«n ^he exceptloh 

- -thfl~text of the police broadcast became a ligbt-colore 

a Jacket was found (R175) . , . ... 

Later, the Ranort bad to cope with the discrepancies in color 

in its possession as "light- colored , however. q H^len 

killer was darker, but Willies Scoggins, a eabdriver. ^^lc. 

"poor^dumb^op^or^’poor^dann ^"^l/pessing Scoggins • c.b ^Ellfe: 
P ^Barbara Lao told the Commission the men was wearing a black 

did not think ■Charlie" Bass's 

-rss ss™: js\ss ?qb 

LTrS only To ZtT STwSer "didn-t look llke ^ omr O". 
£&/£«£ «re flee to her (6HU62K though th Jto.l*”- 

s£?\s 2 s*r£?.“«r* 

certain when she saw Oswald's picture on television that h. 

n j <-u„ "uouldn't sav for sure he was -he man she saw leaving 

( 6 HU 62 ) . Sue and her sister notified the police ^before J^y^knew^ 

what hapoened In one version she pondered lon 8 * e Bh . 

reouest "(6HU67). In a sworn statement, she said she ha t! 

shell * aha found to Detective Dhoritr. But she told the Commission 

sbe had never heard that name (684041# - 

This is a sample of the accurate observers from whom the oau 

mission drew its witnesses. - . 

sjrsa Signal wi, s,” 

that can Identify the suspect If anybody gets one (17H41-). n-s 
may not be as much of a Joke as it aeons. ... ( . cl£Bt ua3 

<3VA description closer than any other came after the Jacket ws 
fouft. In e broadcast after U32 p.a., ®* Ji. S “£ J.U\ 

ported be had an "eveball witness” woo saw *«“•*“ -t 

165 pounds, black wavy hair, f4 i r (alc> ’ “ oarlc S — e 

«"* ?^; n wa e ck 2E h“fwai‘i problem^ 'oswald-s was medium b^wn 
«d an£L£ “ut Mrs. M.rkham gave .similar description of 

the hair of the man she saw, although she also n^^tL^eyeball'uit. 
The Report does not account for the di^oaltlonjjf the eye^l . 
ness” as such. He is the only one to have described the .ounn jac^ 
with any degree of accuracy. The Report Is also barren on the laui 
dry mark on the found Jacket, which was also broadcast. 

During a conversation with tha dispatcher at l:Wl p.m., Sgt. R 
H. Stringer said, "the Jacket the suapect was wearing onr here on 
Jefferson bears a laundry tag with the let tar B 9738. See lftherv 
is any way you can check this laundry sag (17H471,loH925) . T1 wou 
be comforting to know that this tag enabled the police to make a po 
tive Identification of ownership. On the other hand, the silence o 
the Reoort strongly suggests the check of the marking did not lead 
Oswald. But perhaps de tectlve-atoiy readers have been under a misa 
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:ension about laundry marks as important moans of clothing ldenti 
i cion. 

"ithin & few minutes it all became academic, Johnny Calvin 
«r # 22-year-old manager of a shoe store on Jefferson near the 
is Theatre, had been listening to accounts of the crimes on the 
Lo. He saw a man looking in the window of his shoe store and 
doc ted him for the most logical and scientific reasons- u He 
t looked funny to me. Well, In the first place, I had seen him 
splace before. I think be had been in my store before. His 
r was messed up and looked like be had been running, and he looked 
red, and he looked funny" (7H4). The man's shirttail was also out. 

After his struggle with the police, Oswald's hair was still not 
seed up". Ho never looked frightened, even in the arrest pictures. 

for the time it took him to go the last alleged six blocks, why 
old he have been running? 

This man then went to the Texas Theatre where neither the cash- 
, Mrs. Julia Postal (7H14), nor the usher, Warren E. Burroughs 
14-7), saw him enter. _ Brewer called this to Mrs. Postal's at ten- 
n/ Because children had crashed ths theatre in this fashion by 
only means of getting past Burroughs, walking up the stairs to 
balcony. Brewer and Burroughs checked the balcony and the man 
not there. So Mrs. Postal called the police {TBS), giving them 
ascription of a "ruddy- looking" man. They promptly told her, 

11, it fits the description" (7H11). 

Por no clear reason, the Report slighted Brewer, leaving the 
atiofl of his shoestore off the chart of Oswald's movements (R158). 

Then, at 1 : 45 p.m. , a horde of police were converging on the 
atre (R178). They surrounded it. Brewer took Patrolman M. H. 
onald (3H295-304), who had entered by a rear door, and pointed 
his suspect. The house lights were turned on (7Hf>). Instead of 
ng immediately to the susoect, who was in the back of the theatre, 
onald played It smart. Hot fearing this dangerous killer might 
at bln, he turned his back on the suspect, and worked his way 
ard the back, frisking the other patrons as tye went. Asked if he 
t his eye on the suspect, McDonald replied. Yes, sir. He was to 
back. I was looking over mj shoulder at him" (3^299). 

During this man- by- man search of the theatre, Oswald remained 
.ted. When McDonald got abreast of h-fm and ordered him to bis 
it, "he rose immediately, bringing up both hands 

What Is proper police procedure on approaching a dangerous 
.ler who had accommodated the arresting officer by raising his 
ids in surrender? Dallaa-style, the policeman does not order the 
rpect to move, such as out from between the Seats. The policeman 
it grabs the surrendering suspect and starts a fight. At least, 
it is McDonald's version. When he grabbed Oswald by the waist, 

^ald hit him, and be hit back. Meanwhile, Oswald was withdrawing 
i gun from his waist. McDonald got his other hand on Oswald's gun 
:d and they fell down, struggling, with McDonald's hand on "the 
:ion", presumably meaning the mechanism. McDonald called for help 
i a number of named officers aporo ached. McDonald then got his 
ad on the butt of the pistol and "jerked it free" (3H300). 

The Report also credits McDonald with taking possession of the 
atol (R179) and adds, "Detective Bob K. Carroll, who was standing 
side McDonald, seized the gun from him . Carroll's name was not 
s of those given by McDonald. 

Assistant Counsel Ball asked McDonald, "And did you put your 
rk on the revolver?" McDonald replied, "Yes, sir: I did." There * 
re six live rounds In the revolver, one of which McDonald said 
re a slight indentation on the primer, the center of the end of 
s shell containing the detonating charge. But of these six bul- 
ts, he put his identifying mark on but one (32301-2). Had not 
nator Cooper asked at the end of the hearing, "Did you mark the 
stol at that time, before you turned It over?" the Record would 
die ate the identifying mark was Immediately put on the weapon. 







KcDonald said he marked it later at the police station (R304). Se 
also said he turned the revolver over to Carroll. 

Carroll is a special service bureau detective who sought and 
got permission to leave the Depository Building where he was 
ticir^tlng In the search when he heard of the Tippit shooting (7H19) 
Mysteriously, his radio call is not given in any of the versions of 
the radio logs. This is his own version of Oswald's arrest: 

Oswald and McDonald were struggling "and then when I gut up 
close enough I saw a pistol pointing at me so I reached out and 
Jerked the pistol awav and stuck it in my belt, and then I grabbed 
Oswald" (7H20). When' they got in the car, he gave the weapon to 
Sergeant G. L. Hill. At a time of which Carroll is not certain, 

Hill unloaded the revolver (7E22). He also "could see what looked 
to me like a hammer might have fallen on" one of the bullets when he 

later examined it (7H23). . , , 

The time Carroll put his mark on the firearm was not asked. 
Carroll had given the weapon to Hill, and McDonald lost possession 
to Carroll before either put-any identification on anything, now 
did they know what they were identifying when it was not in their 
possession" 

rfor had the arresting officers searched their mad killer. 

There had been so many policemen in on the arrest. Captain W. R- 
^estbrcck testified it was a wonder Oswald did not get hurt worse 
than he did. He had gotten a cut and was bruised. --he lack of a 
search is only one of the many facets cf the strange Tippit case 
not mentioned In the section of the tbport on "Oswald s Arrest 
(R176ff.). Detective Richard M. testified he and S. L. Boyd 

searched Oswald at about 4:05 p.m. the day of his arrest, more 
than two hours after the capture. There were then fi ve re volver ^ 
cartridges in Oswald's pocket. (7H173). " ^ 

The history of these bullets and shells i.’i the hands of the 
oolice is approximately the same as that of the rifle shells. 

This evidence never was secured or tamper-free . 

The revolver was traced to Oswald through a mail-order sl-p in 
the name of A. J. Hide 11. Experts identified the bandwriting as 
Oswald's. The weapon was sent to his Dallas Post Office box. As 
of the time she was taking her famous one and only picture, show- 
ing Oswald armed, Marina thought this was the hoi stored revolver 
in that picture. The Report has a section on "Ownership of Revol- 
ver" (R172-4). Except for Marina, no one connects Oswald with 
that or any other revolver. Marina's qualif icati on a in firearais 
recognition include the inability to distinguish between a rifle 
and a shotgun. 

This section makes no reference to ammunition. Oswald Junt 
had If - two different kinds - but there was none in his property. 
There is no reference to any police search to see if or where ha 
bought it, as with the rifle. There is not even the remotest 
gestlon he ever once fired this revolver. Nor is there even a hi t 
from the ever- available Marina to suggost he ever practiced with It, 
Each of the shots that hit Tippit, however, would have been fatal; 
there is no evidence of a missed shot. Revolver ammunition is alao 
sold by the box, not by the piece. What happened to the remainder 
of two boxes of different ammunition? The Report solves this with 
one of its a tandard procedures: It Just ignores it. _ 

W hen he got back to the roarainghouse , according to the Report, 
Oswald picked up the revolver and put it in his belt. The only 
proof offered is that an empty holster was found there. The evi- 
dence connecting this holster with Oswald is Marina's opinion it 
could have been the one he wore when she photographed him. We are 
not told the revolver fit the holster. We are told that the house- 
keeper never saw either a firearm or holster in his cubicle when 
she cleaned and straightened it up. - 

Two policemen each claim to have disarmed Oswald. In McDon- 
ald's version, he turned the revolver over to Carroll. Carroll 



said ha ‘ Jerked* It whan It was pointed at him. *»» ona polleem 
about to point a loaded revolver at another while he was .l^htlna 
with a desperate killer? Each of these policemen sew rtt, for 
reasons nowhere cited, to turn the weapon over to another. If the 
Commission ever asked why, there la no record of It. -|hy did either 
have to let the weapon he was going to be called upon to ^•^flra t 
to the exclusi® of all others, out of his possession without first 
following tlM normal police practice of placing an Id.ntifying , 

upon It? If the struggling McDonald turned it over to Carroll whll 
he was fighting, he could have repossessed it after the struggle or 
at least have marked it before leaving it in Carroll’s possession. 
Carroll had no such excuse for giving the weapon to “ill- 

Even the police testimony about the snapping of the firing-pin 
and the denting of the cartridge is denied by the Report, elsewhere, 
to be sure. In Appendix X, almost 400 pages later, it admits none 
of the cartridge! found in the revolver bore the impression of the 
revolver's firing-pin"^ R560). Did the police swear falsaly? Were 

the bullets switched? _ _ 

> These may, in print, seem like minor considerations. In court, 

they have a different Impact. American justice requires proof, not 
supposition, and those witnesses would have been P®** 

intensive examination by defense counsel - had Oswald lived and boon 

trl<,d Export testimony proved the four empty sbolls^were in _ 

this revolver (R171-2). But the slugs taken from Tlpplt »J-)odycould 
not be proved to have been fired from it. " T £rM 

covered from Tippit' a body were manufactured by Wlnchester.Western, 
and the fourth bullet by Remington. Peters, but only two n of -he dls- 
' carded cases ... were of Winchester-Western manufacture . This is 

the dilemma of the Commission - bad arithmetic «Bain. T b» °?“ md ?’ ion 
got around this by concluding, in opposition to almost all the wit- 
nesses, "that five shots may have been fired, even tbtragh only four 
bullets were recovered”. To get around che single Remlneton-Peters 
bullet for two Remington-Re tors cartridge cases, tbe Report decided 
"either one bullet of Remington, pet era manufacture ia missing or one 
used Renting tec -R e tera cartridge case, which may have been in the re- 
volver before the shooting, was discarded along with the others ... 

/ JQ72 ) 

Would it not have been interesting, however, if the methods of 
the Tipoit case had been applied to the assassination? In that case, 
as the previous chapter of this book shows, the Commission refused 
to heed, not speculation, but hard proof that Its empty rdfle shells 
had been in another or other weaorns. The scientific evidence, not 
con lecture , that the "missed" rifle bullet was of a different type 
from the one the Commission presumed - it had no proof - was ignored. 
T'he aborted search for the source of the rifle bullets was left fran 
the Report and the search appears to have been dropped when proor 
of reloaded ammunition was found. , . ^ . _ . 

In the Tippit case, speculation was converted into conclusions, 
in the assassination, evidence was abandoned in favor of speculation. 

With the assassination, the Commission decided upon the number 
of bullets fired on the basis, it said, of ths testimony of the ma- 
jority of witnesses. In the Tippit case, it preferred the testimony 
of but two remote witnesses to that of an overwhelming majority. 

In the Tippit case, the Commission found a needle of fact in its 
haystack of confusion. It would not pick up the needle. It* °*J? 
time reconstruction proved Oswald could not possibly have shot Tippit. 
It Kot but a single meaningful description of the criminal, from 
Benavides. That description included identifiable characteristics 
that eliminated Oswald. Benavides was tbe only person close to the 
killing. Ho was the only one not taken to a police lineup. *hl3 
meant nothing to the C on rii33ion. . _ . 

The testimony the Commission preferred was of the most dubious 
credibility. Its major witness tenaciously swore falsely about ma- 
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-and. Even If it was a crow, tb. '*«■»“•* * 

#*##**# 

Th.™ is much more that can to 

lty of tbe reconstruction of tbe -gri ^ 1B>Bp tba reader in a 
purpose of this book f^^e^be^ remains one conspicuous coo. 
sea of unnecessary detail. 00 ndered by the Report but was 

sideration which should have bean ponoerou j 

not. . th thB President end Tippit, the one time 

If Oswald had shot botts nlmit e or two of the second 

he was really clear began ^-thin Ir ^ ; ha had e.m.oo with him. 
shooting. He had / hnurTwhen he had made his geta- 

He was unseen for almost a Ml-T ™ shows, why should ha have 

way, so far as ho knew end the eviaeu ^ 

bottled himself up in tb ® he wanted to get caught. 

The answer of the Report is 

Then why run? 
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one hour and EttirTw 

in Dealey Plaza, the dead * “*- 3t stage of the three-part 

Washington, the Governor was t^d Lee H'arvey Oswald was in the hands 
surgery that saved his life, an Ufa. - dine minutes before 

of the police, where he " s .police ^ on his way to police 

2 p.m., he was in the behiL his back and his pockets un- 
headquarters, his hands sbackl nature of tha case and the 

searched. At that moment, already changed, 

responsibilities of the c °™ d tbe assassination and much of the 

Until now we have reviewed tn Commission related to 

tangible evidence the police in the ‘ night before the crime 

it. We began with the “ SfJ morning of his assassination, 

'and the victim rrem ^**”*^1 £ Cornnission' s information on the 

Step by step we have retried iTcustody. Now the law and 
crime. Now the alleged criminal I * h±J ia a new act of the drama, 
public authority are center ■ * Ea la now a prisoner. He i* 

Oswald is no longer only * * U ^**£i ; tie is to be Subject to Ameri- 
no longer in real or fancied nign^i 

can Justice. n.fwetiM the crimes, manages to prove 

Tb. Coosnlssion in reconstruct^g^P tbaffl . * h0 several chap- 
tha only suspect could not have mmi spot light what happened 

ters of the next section of this b. so j & llc# prlsooer. 

to Oswald during the less than t^oaay. ^ perfo rmance which had 
The Commission looked sbbhisunp 03Ua ld. At that moment, all 

ended in kSi hours wlth the murder of °*“^ s ; a „ 13Btlen ended, 
opportunities for a legal soxu - could be no trial.. And with 

With no one to take into only then known source of la- 

the intern® t of Oswald s body, the T 0 uald wa3 and remains 
formation about the crimes was also buried. 

the lone suspect. t0 what hapoened to Oswald while he 

In turning our etteru-on to *• r 0CU s nay seem to be on 

was in the hands of public because this is an analysis 

the police, his custodians. H °“® ’ late also to the Commission, 

of th. Report, the ensuing everything It could 

Through its Report th * 1 i a3t hS* hours of Oswald's 

learn about the assassination. * optBnt means of aop raising both 
life, therefore, become a niost solution of the crimes, and 

the police, who were charged with the soiucio 

the Commission and its Report. 



2. THE TIPPIT MURDER 



a Marina ' a taatimony was used, in the Report and in prior 
it to the press, she poisoned the public mind against her 
band. On November 22, 1963, the murder of Officer J. D. 
a? put to a similar use. - - 

he police had no solid evidence proving Oswald was the as- 
Ultimately the government had nothing better than conjee - 
leculat ion, coincidences, dubious and less t.^n credible 
iaaes, flimsy circumstantial evidence, prejudice, and a will- 
to believe. The case of the Report is in the siting, not 
ience . Immediately the police case required a willingness 
jve. This was provided by affixing to Oswald the opprobri- 
:he t of "cop-killer" • Here again, the evidence proved his 
ie, not his guilt. 

iy the time the evidence was gathered or, more P”^** 1 *' 

:lme the evidence not avoided was in the files, little was 
i, for the public image of "cop-killer was so firmly ■*- 
to Oswald the Report needed no legal case against him. rt 
e, either (WHITEWASH 52-63). With no legal case, it resorted 
cerary one. That was of such transparency, the Report did 
-Hud. to the .Utopay report of hi a murder, 
omplete In the Commission's files, but It la not In any of 
appended volumes. , . 

Our rainvoatlgatlon of the Tlppit murder began with » quest 
a missing autopsy report. It. discloaad other documents of 
rable and related interest. These further diminish the repu- 
of the staff and redundantly deatroy the pubUc-relstiona 
.a ins t Oswald that exists only in semantics, not in evidence. 

Our first document relating to the Tlppit murder, ‘Secret 
, report of December 1. 1963. begins with unincondedly sense-, 
disclosures about the police radio logs for the period of 
lassination and subsequent murders. These logs, the exis 
>f three contradictory versions of which In the J,* 

Lly screened in the Report, are treated in detail in «raiTE 
3 D 19 92 911-5,58,60,98-9,137). That there could be conflict 
n the * various versions or incompleteness in any is consistent 
either honesty nor any serious effort to solve the crimes, 
aan three inconsistent versions are now known to exist. ^ 

The Coomisaion's files here disclose that from the *«ry . 
the Secret Service made and kept recordings of the original 
recordings of their radio broadcasts, which ere made auto- 
lly: that it Immediately transcribed the recordings into 
ripts which, from the record, the CoMission and ell the 
1 police agencies then ignored; that the staff of the om- 
n, including the investigative agencies, knew upon receip. 
ae local police transcript ions of these logs were fal® » 
irata°and incomplete; anAhat no ona dld .nythlng .bout .ny 
. .v- .• - *:h« n«llas oolice had a aoecial Kina 



of l.ver to use , if necessary, on federal personnel. Its existence 
alone reduced the possibility of federsl complaint or action for 
the federal police, by their silence and assent, were automatic ac- 
complices in the deficiencies and errors of the local police. 

That the transcripts of the police radio logs were mede al- 
most ismsdlately and were known to have been erroneous is revealed 
elsewhere in Pile 87, In . December 6. 196 3 . report to "chief" by 
Inspector Kelley covering what he described as an improved tran- 
script of tha radio logs previously submitted . The six -page 
"transcript" of the several hundred pages of the real transcript 
is signed by Officer Gerald Henslee (WHITEWASH 98). It is digni- 
fied by the designation "farcical". Its unquestioned acceptance 
by the Secret Service end its description as "improved are cul- 
pablo . 

Without a full, complete and accurate transcription of all 
the police radio logs as a beginning point, no thorough or serious 
investigation of the assassination and the related crimes was pos- 
sible or intended. 

Tha second item in this Secret Service report Is an account- 
ing of that agency's early time reconstructions of both the assas- 
sination and the Tlppit murder. (There are references to the 
various reconstructions on 40 page? of VHTT'JWASB: 6,: 1 3 > 

111 -9 . U9-52 . 55-6 , 62-3 , 75 . 105 . 110-1 , . 155 -7 , 161-3 , 165 , 175.18 1 . 

l85,m.20i;204-5.) If the Secret Service is right, the Report 
and the Commission are wrong, and vice versa. £ or t ^l 

most pert these were readily measured things be ing ( t imed , the re 
can be no legitimate explanations of the mistakes , or any not 
tending to impugn motives, of the considerable differences berweer. 
tha official accounts. Both versions, it should ba understooc., 
are wrong and indefensible. 

Item 1, Oswald's "flight" from the sixth-floor window, was 
entirely Impossible in the 2:25 minutes allotted by tha Secret 
Service 7 with what, at the time of the assassination, it “*‘J“ own 
he would have had to do. It was also impossible in the Commis- 
alon's "reconstruction" of but 35 seconds more (WHITEWASH 36-8, 
see also "Baker's Dosen" ) . 

Item 7 is a bald misrepresentation and was also completely 
impossible, even as an "estimate". Tha semantic deception is as 
bad. It allowed a half -minute for Oswald a entrance into tbe 
houae, change of clothing, arming, departure and trip to tbe ®or- 
ner bus stop, including a "very short time it bus stop . This 
description of a "very short time" is not the description of Mrs. 
Earleno Roberts, who alone saw Oswald there, nor is the languag 
of the Report, "seconds" (WHITEWASH 54)- It la further not hon- 
est because the bus at that stop goes in the opposite direction, 
not toward the scene of the Tlppit murder. 

Item 8 is consistent with the minimum requirements of get- 
ting Oswald from his room to the scene of the mirder exactly on 
time. It is not consistent with the time retired “a £°"; 
mission's reconstruction, grossly misrepresented in the Report 
which does not state the time (WHITEWASH 65). The Secret service 
time in its report is "12 minutes". The time actually required 
by the Conmission staff and witnesses was 17:45 minutes. 
the staff got Oswald to the scene of the Tlppit murder 5 “f“ u £ as 
after the murder was broadcast on tha police radio. But the Se- 
cret - Service got him there too soon. The motive of the secret 
Service, as early as the week after the assassination, is indica- 
tive of a frame up. 

Item 9, ten minutes for the half-mile walk to the theater, 
is consistent with the actual time needed but not the reality. 



session of the police radio logs) to th 1 p Tippit was 

for the Tippit murder was false. That it da« nu 4 b#r " f , hots 
"shot twice" is in itself a great - ft cT*et The Secret Service 

that struck Tippit could not ha ™ been police. The 

knew the truth, as did the ° tho ^ ber of Q nptj shells recovered 

failure of this report to givs the rocC vered and 

four, spying only the empty 8 ® d indirect falsehood, 

sent to the FBI "After crossing the front yard of 

Little better is the languag , . . witnesses running into 

U00 E. 10th. Straet. 0*.U ** 1£? 10to. 

an alloy and continue west bat Bwha “ the u roa chod Jefferson, 

Of this the Report says » after which the "msn" walked 

ho turned right and headed w.at . . . f““ tion and was not 

"toward a parking are. in t^rear J 8 not informs - 

seen ageln. This was the immediate eyewitness ” n.estigation 

tion developed after ^ ^ toyH” thlT^rt does, that 

ss-tp?; » i 2=5 

station, until he was at the movie, 
volv.d in 1 the* investigation of 

"“Uestilomf £«Eitj between 

the slaying of Officer Tippit *s orojlcted by the Report 

» iss.s 

port to the Chief of the secret Ser • scene of the crime 

ficial perturbation oyer getting Os al 0 ^ both SeC ret Service 

surer wbS5= 

xr.;Vt'.r'?< »sur»x «« .. «■» - «- « ^ 

Inspector Kelley apparently a33U “? d “ zives^he 8 1 ime of*" 
port would bother to count for he unabashedly g inva lidity of 

£ oun'roport^and^ that to ££ ofthe’ Dalle. Secret Service office. 

^ jrs^sr- 

wounded . * 

v^llev also" TayaOawald was "traced" to the theater, which 
is untrue^ e ve n* whe n* an inspector of the .Dnited States Secret S.r- 
vice says it. 

The official account of Oswald's flight from the Tippit g 
murder, traced or untraced, has 0 f*VHITEWASH 

was so obvious: 

The Jacket was found about 1:25 P-». I* « a3 0D 
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anybody gets ona" (17HU12). This may not be as muen of a 
Joke as it seems. 

A description closer than any other came H * W- 

was found. In a broadcast after 1-32 P- * n 

SSJSJ’iSji! jS» ™ «n- )•<«•> 

7* (17HI+16). 

brown and anything but uarj • * . aaw Although she 

srssa grS « h 

disposition of tb ?*J? b *J 1 6b ^ found jacket with any d.gree 

34jsj;. i ‘s. d garu , &i , s ?i. - «- -* 

on the f ound Jacket, which was also broadest. 

During a conversation with ' ’ 

Sergeant H. H. Stringer said, J laundr j tag with the 

wearing over hero « {•««* 1 b “Z\U ySHIn check this 
letter B Sea if there is J 7 J confortla g to 

laundry tag" ( 17Hh71 , 13H925 ) • « ° Mka , positive 

identification o^ounar.hip. On ths otbsr bao^ ^rki^^dld 

SS4S ?£ :,1U=S , =S5=5 

J. Edgar Hoover reported . His 

vestigation of the 1 *£?[ iry 08 “ d b _ courier, accounts for the 
letter of April 29, 19oU, thB oaasive Report to include 

subsequent failure of the ® ut *?*\ ^ it and the attached 

the intelligence that vaa Jrsce the laundry mark. He 

memorandum he reported inability uO trace 
also quoted Karina: 

. lJS 

where. She said she could recall wasaing u« 

cleaner^s n Lrks°" that' were^imilar^or^could 8 ?! a^cHt^d wS- 

the marking on this Jacket. 



investigation says he was bit by two b . 3 *° — Tippit's 

by three. The Report ssys four bullets were ^pP* A11 tbase 
body (WHITSUASH 61-2) and -^•.^ontiTdiotory by the 

statements and those ? e «f thfln deliberate lies. All 

police can be regarded as , evidence wrong. The Report 

are, according to the best ® va ^ despite the quiet luridness of 
i’t. 8 ;.^g“.°th.Tlt 1 Se l k.^.n , the official certification of 
bis death, as WHITSJASH reveals. 

This is not because the ,"**Tto*omission 

sj £%^zvr 
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. n official documents t ion rsiaea other questions. In- 

tor Kelley quo tad th. polica radio on the time or death. It 
J ilo./at 1*28 p.m. The death, let us hope, preceded Its 
broadcast itl.WV Dcpartm0 nt Homicide Report, from the 

and »?a«pad "indexed", place* the time of 
,t 1-10 p.m. It accounta for but three wound*, once 
•} tennis in right aide of chest and once in cen- 

r .tomach" So other bruiaea, wounds or marks of any kind 
SStSTThU homicide report -as typed 5 P- ‘hat same day. 
mi- of the T top it murder is not solved by the of - 

u rfloort That merely complicates it. That report, 

n U lr^onT.nS wastoown to be wrong Her. 
irn* to the Comlsaion's Pile 87 for our documentation, and for 
Her conflict and confusion. . ■ , 

can there be any acceptable one? 

f cr^lal A Kent Edward E. Moore of the Dallas office of the 
Special Agent a . ,q/^ reported his previous two 

ret ^ r ’ 10 ' au Jiport of tt£t date, countersigned by 

^t^C^rge Sorrels, is Document 5 6 3 in Pile 

December 9 

ony PP lis U Sry o?^he information given him by Medical Ex- 

nerDr. Earl F. Roaa reads: 1 

rw HM. Informed ma that at the time the officer was hit\ 
Dr. Hose lnrorm ^ three of the bullets penetrated' 

Wl 5 h a.£ OU r a ^tYi bullet apparently hit a button on the offi- 
cers^ coat and this kept it from penetrating the body. When 
Z wes performed, three bullets were removed 

f rosi*the^body end turned over to thc Police Crim. Ub. 

(These are now in the poaaession of the FBI) 

rae of n thrb^eta°birTippir^ r tbf cheat fl and the other bullet 
z him in the head" • 1 

rOT £T££t SMTMrSS &K , *5S.*Sr^ 

unced DOA at Methodist Hospital . 

The ett.ched autopsy report, 

.utopsy date pirLps, the date of the examination, 

a nofof “hi report unless Dr. Rose or Secret Service Agent . 
3 ore or both lied. 



It -ye "There t are S 

iothi^l! tto head wound, "no powder tattooing is noted at the 
srgins" . 



nnlike the meaningless identification of the President a 
. ^ which were oriented with only flexible points of the body, 

ounds, uh i c ^ “®”,° HOunds were measured from a point that does 
.1 four of Tippit a wo^os ^ position and has inflexible 

ot 1 “ the body. This la also true of the 0a- 

. Scars, tattoos and "abraded areas", or bruises, both ^ 



"crusted", or scabbed over, end "freeh", are noted, The fr«h 
bruise on the bsck of the right hand, measuring only quarter o 
an inch each way, is unexplained. 



asm^r-rass “■ *• «K. U ' 
s-Ts ~ -a^SvSssS.ar-s!. 

S?£t i sta terns nt -.attained from Officer R. A ^veaport Del- 
las Police Department, concerning the recovery of & *1 . di - 

projectile from the stomach of Officer Tippit ... et Methodist 

Hospital" . 



Neither an original nor a carbon copy of the official copy 

asffia sSs ssjrjfsm.r.“js k. 

charts locating Tippit' a wounds are attached. 



What h ahMned- tn> . hA Im l lft t . T And to th.-tofirbd gullets 

as • 

£?ur» months after* this*'* 

D. Tippifs body" and says they "were recently c “ 

Dalles Police Department By Pony Express, no doubt. 



The fourth bullet, marked as "Cl 3 ", is parenthetically 

assist *n ^ ~<~s *tSv. p ;r 

identifies them as having come from the revolver, ahB lls from 

csutas s y ^ 

Document II 4.6 of Pile 87 1 



More than the outright lie of the 
four bullets were taken from Tippit' a body x ’ Ttlls 

= srsa^s sLt; 

s^n e o^.^”hfr r Sul’etr- I, ^om n the pistol to the witness stand. 

Is it any wonder the Report lacks the official certirica- 
tion of Tippit' s murder? 

Wh«t would it not have Indicated? The conduct, the unre- 
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The Autopsy of JFK and Medical Testimony About Connally 
Never judge a book by its cover. This statement has never been more true than in 
the book Caaa rinsed by Gerald Posner. If someone were to look at that cover they 
might think that Posner had an airtight case in support of the Warren Commission 
findings. However, anyone who dares to venture into this book realizes that it is full of 
falsehoods and absurd theories. In chapter thirteen entitled "He Had a Death Look, 

Posner thoroughly demonstrates his lack of knowledge of the Warren Commission he is 
trying vainly to defend. This is made evident in several ways. For example, on more than 
one occasion Posner cites the wrong testimony. When he does find the correct testimony, 
many of his references support no major claim, nor do they make a point of interest on 
their own. A further illustration of his deficiency with the Warren Commission is shown in 
the endnotes. Instead of making use of the testimony available in the twenty-six volumes 
of the Warren Commission, Posner conducts his own interviews in 1992. He cites these 
twenty-nine year old recollections sixty-four times in chapter thirteen alone. Perhaps 
Posner forgot that "[tjestimony closer to the event must be given greater weight than 
changes or additions made years later, when the witness’s own memory is often muddied 
or influenced by television programs, films, books, and discussions with others (Posner 
235). Aside from Posner’s well-demonstrated shortcomings, there are many aspects 
relating to the autopsy of President Kennedy and the treatment of Governor Connally that 
deserve to be examined carefully. It is important to begin at Parkland Hospital in order to 
establish what treatment Kennedy and Connally received. This reason for this is shown in 
the examination of the neck wound which was covered by the tracheotomy procedure to 
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facilitate the President's breathing. From there, it is interesting to see how Kennedy's body 
was taken from Dallas. Then comes the autopsy itself. The autopsy brings many 
speculations and doubts. Many of these have a great deal of credibility and should be 
given careful consideration. 

After President Kennedy and Governor Connally were shot in Dealey Plaza at 
approximately 12:30 central time, they were immediately taken to Parkland Hospital. At 
Parkland, Connally was treated for five gunshot wounds by Drs. Robert Shaw, Charles 
Gregory, and Dr. George Shires. Connally received what was considered an entrance 
wound to the back with the exit wound being just below the right nipple. Connally also 
had an entrance wound on the anterior side of the wrist and an exit wound to the dorsal 
side of the right wrist. The last wound was to Connaliys left thigh. According to 
Parkland doctors the bullet that caused the thigh wound barely penetrated the skin and fell 
out on a stretcher in the form of Commission exhibit 399. Darrell Tomlinson, the 
hospital's senior engineer, testified to the Warren Commission that he was not sure which 
stretcher the bullet fell off of but it could only have fallen off of the stretcher that 
Connally was on. When Posner tries to make this point on page 294 of C a se C l o s e d, he 
cites pages 49, 56, and 130 of volume 6 of the Warren Commissioa However, the 
testimonies on pages 49 and 56 belong to Doctors Jenkins and Jones respectively. This is 
one of several instances were Posner should have checked his sources. The bullet that fell 
off the stretcher raises the question of how a bullet that was barely able to penetrate the 
skin wait until Connally was on the stretcher to fall out. If the bullet were going to fall 
out, one might believe it would have fallen out when Connally struggled out of the limo 
and then collapsed into the arms of a Parkland Hospital doctor. The bullet responsible for 
the chest wound shattered approximately 10 centimeters of Connaliys fifth rib. The 
shattered rib caused a collapse of Connaliys right lung. 

While Connally was being attended to, a desperate struggle was being fought in 
emergency room one. Drs. Charles Carrico, Ronald Jones, Malcora Perry, William Clark, 
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Charles Baxter, and Marion Jenkins were the ones who attempted to keep President 
Kennedy alive. They immediately performed the tracheotomy to give Kennedy an airway. 

Those doctors were the only ones to see the neck wound before it was cut over. At a 
news conference later that day. Dr. Perry is asked the question, "[wjhere was the entrance 
wound?"(news conference 1 1/22/63). Dr. Perry answers that question by stating,"[t)here 
was an entrance wound to the neck. [a]s regards to the one on the head, I cannot 
say"(news conference 1 1/22/63). To clarify this he was asked what direction the bullet 
responsible for the neck wound took. Perry responded with,"It appeared to be coming at 
him"(news conference 1 1/22/63). These statements not only contradict the findings of the 
autopsy, but the results of the entire Warren Commission. This also provides an example 
of Posner distorting a quote. Posner says, "Dr. Peny said in response to a question that 
the throat wound he saw ’appeared to be an entrance wound'"(Posner 305). According to 
Posner, "[t]he doctors had worked futilely for more than twenty minutes" (Posner 292) 
before it was determined by Dr. William Clark that the head wound was so great that 
Kennedy could not be saved. President Kennedy was pronounced dead at 1:00 central 
time. On page 309 of Case Closed Posner quotes Dr. Perry as saying, "I don't think any 
of us got a good look at the head wound"(Posner 309). Apparently, Dr. Clark got a good 
look if he was able to determine that Kennedy was unable to be revived. If none of the 
doctors got a good look at the head wound, then how can anyone take the doctors 
descriptions of the wound seriously? It is hard to believe that after twenty-nine years 
someone can remember something they never had a good look at. 

As of November 22, 1963 the assassination of the President of the United States 
was not a federal offense. For this reason the body of President Kennedy should have 
remained in Texas for an autopsy. There was a Dallas justice of the peace present at the 
time the President's staff was trying to take the body, but he did nothing but watch another 
crime be committed. Posner claims that Dr. Baxter told him he authorized the body’s 
removal for two reasons: "One, the President was above state laws. And second, Earl 
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was sort of a sensationalist, somebody always on the fringes, and I did not want him to do 
that autopsy. Earl was experienced and good, but I am sure he would have missed points 
that have since come up"(Posner 295). Both of these points made by Dr. Baxter prompt 
questions. First, who gave him the authority to interpret the law? Secondly, what right 
allows him to determine who does the autopsy? 

Mrs. Kennedy was given the choice of what hospital was to perform the autopsy. 
She chose Bethesda Naval Hospital because Kennedy had been in the Navy. A team of 
three doctors were chosen to perform the autopsy. The head of the autopsy team was Dr. 
James J. Humes. At that time Humes, 39, was a commander in the Navy. Commander 
Humes chose J. Thorton Boswell to be his assistant. Army Lieutenant Colonel Pierre A. 
Finck was selected to round out the autopsy team. Posner claims that Colonel Finck "had 
never done an autopsy involving a gunshot wound "(Posner 300). This is not only 
incorrect, but it is way off the mark. In volume 2 page 378 of the Warren Commission 
Finck testifies that between the years 1955 and 1958 he performed nearly 200 autopsies. 

He stated that many of those involved trauma "including missile wounds"(WC 2H 378). 
Later Finck served as Chief of the Wound Ballistics Pathology Branch of the Armed 
Forces Institute of Pathology. In this position, Finck testified that he had reviewed 400 
cases involving gunshots. Not only was Finck certified in anatomical pathology (1956), 
but was certified in the area of forensic pathology in 1961. Despite this Warren 
Commission testimony, Posner states that "[n]o forensic pathologist was included on the 
team"(Posner 300). Humes' qualifications are stated at the beginning of his testimony 
which is found in volume 2 on page 348. Posner also neglects to mention that although 
Commander Humes did not have extensive experience with gunshot wounds he did 
complete a course in forensic pathology as part of his training: There is no reason for 
Posner to leave out this information. If he is trying to "close" the case, then he would 
want to make the doctors look as impressive as possible in order to make the autopsy look 



credible. 
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According to Dr. Michael Baden there are "two very different types of autopsies 
available. There was the usual hospital one, which is what the President received, and 
there was the forensic one"(Posner 300-301). There are many peculiarities surrounding 
the autopsy. Dr. Baden comments," [a] lot of things weren't done, such as inspecting the 
spine, dissecting the neck organs, tracing out the bullet tracks, and inspecting the 
clothing"(Posner 303-304). The failure to shave the head in order to examine the head 
wound was another crucial procedure not performed. Another unusual fact was that the 
autopsy only took just over three hours. A thorough autopsy should have taken several 
days. This was not the autopsy of a nobody found on the side of the street, but a 
president. Posner claims that Humes was in complete control of the autopsy and took 
orders from no one. If this were true then why were so many things omitted from the 
autopsy? According to Colonel Finck there was more than one person giving orders 
"because there were others, there were admirals"(Weisberg 235). Finck also testified that 
"when you are a lieutenant-colonel in the Army you just follow orders.. ."(Weisberg 235). 

What Finck says here is crucial because he was under oath when he said it. This means 
that Finck either committed perjury, or the autopsy was not all it was made up to be. 

To begin the autopsy Commander Humes ordered that 14 x-rays and 52 
photographs be taken. Colonel Finck, who arrived late, realized x-rays had not been taken 
of the entire body and ordered that it be done. Posner would like us to believe that Earl 
Warren was the only one to see the x-rays because Robert Kennedy hid them to protect 
the family. Posner must have overlooked executive session transcript of 1/21/64 in which 
Mr. McCloy asks "[tjhey talk about the colored photographs of the President’s body -- do 
we have those?"(executive session 1/21/64). Mr. Rankin replies, "Yes, it is part of it, a 
small part of it"(executive session 1/21/64). This shows that the WarTen Commission did 
have access to the photos. There was another strange occurence surrounding the x-rays. 

Years later when the Clark Panel reviewed the neck x-rays they found that "several small 
metallic fragments are present in this region"(Weisberg 592). This finding is of profound 
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importance. If one considers that Commission exhibit 399 was not fragmented yet caused 
the wound to the neck, then it would be reasonable to expect that there would be no 
fragments in the neck. Commander Humes even testified that there were no fragments in 
the neck. This means that either Commission exhibit 399 is fake, it did not cause the 
wound to the neck, or Humes committed perjury as well. Yet another interesting 
observation relating to the x-rays pertains to the back wound. Posner says that the Select 
Committee determined that there was "a stress fracture to the first thoracic vertebrae" 
(Posner 307). However, the Clark Panel found "no evidence of fracture of either scapula 
or of the clavicles, or of the ribs or of any of the cervical and thoracic vertebrae"(Weisberg 
592). This is also significant, because if there was no fracture of the vertebrae then there 
would be no severing of the nerve to cause the Thorbum Reaction. After considering all 
of the above evidence Posner should not have come to the conclusion that these panels 
"confirmed the autopsy results and the Warren Commission conclusions"(Posner 304). 

It was determined that the si ze of Kennedy's back wound was 7x4 mm. Humes 
testified that the wound was located "approximately 6 inches below the top of the collar 
and 2 inches to the right of the middle seam of the shirt"(WC 2H 365). This location is 
supported by notes written by Special Agent Bennett. These notes were written before 
doctors had even noticed the back wound. In the notes Bennett says, "I heard a noise that 
immediately me of a firecracker. Immediately, upon the supposed firecracker, looked [sic] 
at the boss's car. At this exact time I saw a shot that hit the boss about 4 inches down 
from the right shoulder"(Commission Exhibit 2112). As with the neck wound, there are 
several problems surrounding the back wound. First, the doctors did not use a fixed point 
like the midline of the skull, but they used the mastoid and acromion process. Perhaps the 
autopsy doctors should have consulted with the people in Dallas who performed Oswald’s 
autopsy. They actually used the midline of the skull. Another botch on the part of the 
Warren Commission is found in exhibit 385 and 386. Both of these drawings show the 
back wound as being closer to the base of the neck. Through the testimony listed above it 
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is obvious that this can not be true. It was later revealed that these drawings were made 
without the benefit of the photos of the body. As discussed earlier, we know that this is 
not true. Posner once again illustrates his wisdom when he says, "measuring placement of 
the holes in the clothing is not an accurate means of determining precisely were the bullet 
entered the body"(Posner 305). However, on the following page Posner wants to support 
the House Select Committee by saying, "... it also examined JFK's clothing, which 
confirmed the direction of the neck shot"(Posner 306). He wants to interpret the evidence 
in a manner that supports his theories, even if it means contradicting himself on 
consecutive pages. It does not take a expert of the Warren Commission to figure that one 
out. 

As previously mentioned, the neck wound was cut over at Parkland Hospital. 
However, the wound was measured as 3 x 5 mm. If this wound is compared to the wound 
to the back it can noted that the neck wound is smaller, and by definition, an entrance 
wound. As noted earlier. Dr. Perry agreed with this in the news conference. This wound 
definitely establishes that the case is not "closed." In an effort to support his theory, 
Posner uses a reconstruction of the neck shot conducted by Dr. John Lattimer. Posner 
states that Lattimer is a physician, but there is no mention that he is also a ballistics expert. 
This is the same man who shoots bullets through two feet of elm wood with no damage to 
the bullet. In the section describing the recreation, it does not say whether or not Lattimer 
used the same copper jacketed ammunition Oswald supposedly used. There is also no 
mention of the type of rifle used to do the shootings. 

The head wound, like the others, raises many questions and speculations. Posner 
seems to think that "the head wound was a textbook example of entrance and exit for a 
bullet. Once again making reference to Commission Exhibit 386, it is not possible for a 
shot from a sixth floor window to hit at that point in the back of the head and then cause 
an exit wound of to the right side. The wound measured approximately 6 inches at its 
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largest diameter. It was calculated that Kennedy lost most of the right hemisphere of his 
brain. 

There are several other miscellaneous observations surrounding the autopsy, such 
as the infamous exhibits 385 and 386 that are insults to the intelligence of Americans. 

These drawings were produced under the supervision of Commander Humes. They were 
put in the Warren Commission because the x-rays and photographs were not going to 
added. It is also interesting to note that Commander Humes burned his original autopsy 
notes because they had blood on them. Although he claims to have copied them verbatim, 
he should not have been allowed to bum them in the first place. The autopsy of an 
assassinated president was written from memory without the benefit of x-rays or 
photographs. This just farther demonstrates how poor the autopsy was. This caused 
discrepancies between the Warren Commission and the House Select Committee which 
noted that the back wound was misplaced by 2 inches and the head wound was off by 4 
inches. Throughout the chapter Posner tries to make Robert Kennedy the cause of the 
major faults of the autopsy. He claims Robert Kennedy was responsible for speeding up 
the autopsy and keeping the x-rays and photographs. These accusations have no truth to 
them. Robert Kennedy had no authority to do either of those things, and had Humes 
exercised the control he claimed to have it would not have mattered. Had Robert 
Kennedy sat on the materials from the autopsy he could have been taken to court for 
hindering an investigation into the assassination of a president. 

The autopsy of President Kennedy is crucial to the overall assassination for several 
reasons. First, by examining the evidence it can be shown that the single-bullet theory is 
false. The autopsy can be used to establish a shooter from the front. By making use of 
the facts given above it can also be shown that there was either a cover up pertaining to 
the autopsy, or there are doctors who need to be prosecuted for perjury. Posner may also 
want to reconsider his claim to have read all 26 volumes of the Warren Commission. 

After wading through the lies and distortions presented by Gerald Posner and the Warren 
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Commission it is fitting to conclude with a quote from Emerson concerning the truth. 
"The greatest homage we can pay to truth is to use it." Perhaps Posner makes a better 
statement in his preface of Case Closed when he states "[t]he only casualty is truth." 
Hopefully in the future Posner will not make a casualty of truth, but pay the homage he 
has neglected for so long. 



II 



APPENDIX 




.-BODY DIAGRAM 






Commission 



Commission* Exhibit 680 



':$■ - - V ' : v «£ 


2£«S*i2 


Igl 


pfe 1 




11 








■ 













Syiasv^-; 

Zf&jL 


IlllSfe 






;J- . 




uav^vTgBga 




:IK ::? 


an^-lv/f7 * / 


c^v^r^' i 

^ *■ 7 





t.H.M n 



+ui: Um 

A £«»/<AC«XC 

o.lh P**kl*-*J 

lU>p;(nt 4*i*o 



I E W S 



• • • • * • 

*lil8 Copy For * .* • », / • 

conference. . • T3^w-e^ ? '\ • v-r- 



#.v#. 



I. , • 



* |(iSw t iwiiSja6 uan j 

•• ^r#»V^Faiwas|.' 

• '. ' •. . v ;’‘ 

• / : : * • . • ••••••” •• 
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; Q. Were you in at tendance when the President died7 
• Q. Let him tell bis story. *"/..' 

s’’ “• 

Jras'a.'ss-rws rr ■ 

condition from a wound’ J ?s- ?“* WaS ln orltlc ‘l ' ‘ 

recuscitatlve measures ' ”* Ck and °* t5, ° bea<1 . Immediate 

. Q. Would you go olower? • * * * * 

froa.tbe iTl,. n I e" t a e n d d b t 0 bfhea 1 d. a °***“°» ‘ 

• * ■ 

Q. Could that be done by one obot? 

• •• * ** • - • . 

; D ?’ PERRlr * 1 cannoti conjecture. I don't know. 

*V A would. of the neck and of the -- *' 

t • 

DR * rERRY: — of the head. Immediate rasusoltot^o 

measures were undertaken, and Dr. Kemp Clark. ^essor of 

U s r u 5 "I: 8 r 9 TTZ*' 81008 " itb ^eraloW members 
but it tK« } BDd ,oedlcel sta **. They arrived immediately 

coBplet. h rMttTCit.tl*nf r * aldant,a «?- 
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.» Q. Where was the entrance wound?! • *• .»♦ ^ 

* • v.v . ?.% - 

DR. PEimYj . /There , wan . trance ‘\7ound in tbe neck) 
/:□ regards v ihe one on tbe liead, f *r V' ' 

- • . *■ ~Vj< • V *-•, . •• • 

• Q 4 ,Wbiob;way v/aa tbe bullet cooing on the neoK/ ■ 
wound? At him? *. ’ 4 * **-•» •• 

• % • ..*.** * * • 

• * * « . *’*’<;•*{* 

DR, PERRY t It eppoared to be coating at biro.# 

" Q, And the one behind? , 

.* r DR. PERRY : The nature of the v/ound defies the 

ability to derorlbe whether it went through it from either 
Hide. I cannot tell you that. Can you, Dr* Clark? 

. DR. CLARK: The head wound could have been either “ ’ 
the exit wound from the neclc or it could have been a tangential 
wound, as J,t was simply a large, gaping loos of tissue. 

Q. That w&S the immediate cause of death — tbe 

head wound? - • . • ‘ • . • 

• * * 
v f • \ 9 

DR. CLARK: 1 ao sunie so;, yes. 

• • * *••••*/ . 

. Q. There is a naor that Lyndon Johnson had a 

heart attack, and 1 would. like to check that out. * • 

* • • * • 

• • • . • * • , 
DR. CLARK: I have no information, ' • • • , • . 

# ’ ‘ . ; • • . * 

• HR. 11AWKS: I don't believe these gentlemen were 

in attendance with tbe Vice President. 

• .. 1 . • 

** • 

Q. Where was he when this was going on? 

HR. HAWKS: ' That is not tbe question you should 

put to this doctor. . • • * •* 

• • • • # 

Q. Can you tell us where be is? •• 

HR. HAWKS: I can't now, but Ur. ICilduff will be 

available later and wa will take those details then. 

, • . * . • 

•* Q, We can't bear you. * . 

. , • • 

• , # ' » * 

MR. HAWKS: They are asking where the Vice President 

was, but I don't know at tho moment. That is not tbe proper 
question to put to these gentlemen. They v/ere busy with the 
President at the time. • 

Q. Where was Mrs* Kennedy?. 

MR. HAWKS; I ^on't know that detail either. As you % 
night suspect, we were all busy around here. - 

Q. Can't we clear this up just a little “°*® 7 glve 
In your estimation, was there one or two wounds? Jus g 
ua something. • . • 



DR. PERRY 



. I don't know. From tbe injury, it is 
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proof to each of the Comal ion* rv promptly upon receipt of the aass 
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100 copies of the Report and Bearings bound in buckram for the 
Cooalaalonera to distribute aa they nay determine and that in addi- 
tion 500 copies of Just the Report be provided for such distribution. 

A Nation uas nede, seconded and carried that leather bound copies 
of the Report and Bearings vlth the nones of the proposed recipients 
stamped an then in gold be provided for the President and auch persona 
as he sight select, for ambers of the Remedy finally in accordance 
vlth the direction from the White House, and for the Cacsalsslonere. 

A Motion vms node, seconded and carried that oos set of the 
Report and Bearings vlth the proposed recipient's name stooped in gold 
be furnished each of the staff aeabera vtso haw been vlth the Coemla- 
slon a substantial period of tine in the vork of the Investigation 
and preparation of tha Report. 
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.‘.-srniriua «c are caking to the fSj and the Secret Service and 
evar.boCy else. So would like you to have that. That wiU^give 
yea a raaily good picture along with the synopsis you have as to 
tfc- wc think night he some further guidance in this further pic- 

'cure. 

I, that tha kind of thing. Senator Cooper, that you had in 
ainei. would that be helpful? 

Sen. Cooper. Yes. I too,/ we have to finish tha agenda hut 



***** after that even at this point, there hnvo been questions 

A raised in yoar cun mind about — 

v!iT. iicCJLO n • ilbout direction- 

sen. Caoncr. tod in our own oind. I have one or two it night . 
be wall to diacoaa it. 

Kr. risCloy. hot me ask you about this raw notorial business 
ttat is hero. Hhat dcoa it consist of? Eoos « consist at the rw 
tstcrial of the autopsy? They talk about the colored ^otngrcphs 

- «•"- ? 

Hr ' : \ YUS. it is'p^t. Of it, a snail P«t of it. 7 

Br. KcCloy. Are they hero? 

Sr. Baakin. Yas. But wo don't have tha ninuta. of tha 
autopsy, and we asked for that bacaus. -a wanted to saa what doctor A 

^ 4 M *il= “ ■“ “• “ “ “ 

0,^4 ty ,1» l» «“ ““P=> “ fl “ **“ 

„ bm 

.... «, M „ ™,i«. — « —*• 



rsasss^* 



*71.* 7—1 ivcV t* 



r* 






(LJ 



neck Region : Films #8. 9 and 10 allowed visualisation of the 

lower neck. Subcutaneous emphysema is present Just to the right 
of the cervical spine imediately above the apex of the right lung. 
Mao several small metallic fragments are present in this regioji 
There i." 'no .evidence of fracture of either acapul j L or_ofJ*‘3 
cMcUi?* of the rib, or of any of the cervicrf^d thowcic^ 



-vertebrae.'’ * 

The""foregoing observation, indicate that the pathway of the 
projectile involving the neck was confined to a region to the 
right of the .pine and superior to a plane. passing through the 
upper margin of the right scapula, the apex of the right lung. and 
the right clavicle. Any other pathway would have almost certainly 
fractured one or more bone, of the right .boulder girdle and thorax. 

n.v... h.gtons Studied : No bullets or fragments of bulleta 

are demonstrated in X-rayed portions of the body other than those 
described above. On film #13. a small round opaque structure, a 
little -ore than 1 am. in diameter, is vi.ible just to the right of 
the midline at the level of the first sacral segment of the spine. 

It, smooth characteristics are not similar to those of the projectile 
fragments seen in the X-rays of the skull and neck. 

Examination of the Clothing 

Suit Coat (CE 393) A ragged oval bole about 15 ass. long 
(vertically) is located 5 cm. to the right of the midline in the 



back of the coat at a Point about 12 cm. below the upper edge of 
the coat collar. A smaller ragged hole which is located near the 
mid line and about 5 cm. below the upper edge of the collar does not 
overlie any corresponding damage to the shirt or skin and appear, 

to be unrelated to the wounds or their causation. ' 

- .. reeLor." the panel decoliabea the 

In describing the all too f*< tt utousy doctors' testimony. ^»bad sworo 

.linen Keport and thu Integrity of ^ visible on the x-rmys,lZH36t)..u399 in 

there were na net^lic- f raS-ents neci wounds for the Commis^on e 

clearly unfragmenteo. yet it )£- t hst “several snail aatallie 

case to survive, Thus, the pane \mcxinz the detail end ^irecision that 

era present" in £ Relent to prove that the Report and the ante. 

% it - based «. irreversibly wrong. 

<Q? 



Shirt (CE 394) A ragged hole about 10 am. lerag verci 
and corresponding to the first one described in the coat, 
located 2.5 cm. to the right of the midlinc in the back o. 
shirt at a point 14 cm. below the upper edge of the colla 
linear holes 15 mm. long are found in the overlapping her 
front of the shirt in a position corresponding to the pi* 
the knot of the neck tie would normally be. 

Tie (CE 395) In the front component of the knot of th 
the outer layer of fabric a ragged tear about 5 mm. in o* 
diameter is located 2.5 cm. below the upper edge of the k 
to the left of the mid line. 

Discussion 

The information disclosed by the joint examination or 
foregoing exhibits by the members of The Panel supports : 
following conclusions: 

The decedent was wounded by two bullets both of whic: 
his body from behind. 

One bullet struck the back of the decedent's head we 
the external occipital protuberance. Based upon the obs 
that he was leaning forward with his head turned oblique 
' i t £ t when this bullet struck,, the photographs and X-rays 
that it came from a site above and slightly to bis right 
ballet fragmented after entering the cranium, one major 
it passing forward and laterally to produce an explosive 
of .the right side of thu skull as it emerged from the he 



The panulT does act explain whet a “linear hole xa. The domes® to_ 
ehirtcannot accurately be described as "holes. Two aill* 
it this point, and, as the photograph of them (ra,.rocuced etpo^, 
they were of aicnificantly varying lengths, toe one on tn^but-on •- 

Ssarss ass -stf-s sbs s 

3 



593 




jrK uni! aU5 being Liie Prusidcul’s Lie, und at Liiis time move for their admission 
^evidence. ' i , , 

lyCHAifeMAif. It may be admitted. * ' ,,! V v, ! , * >u ' 

[le]) articles of clothing referred to were marked ' Commission' Exhibits 
[393;’ 394 and 3i)5 for Identification, and received in evidence.) •* ' ' 
^Specter. Taking 393 at the start, Doctor Huubes, will you describe'for 
$6rd what hole, If any, is observable in the back of that garment which 
ilbe.at or about the spot you have described as being the point of gentry 
^President's back or lower neck. • ^ “ *;/ **•' ’ * 7 <, '7’ ; \ 

jmarider Humes. Yes, sir. This exhibit is a grey suit, coat stated ;» to 
ltfe<;n worn by the President on the day of his death. Situated to"the : 
fiffthe midline high in the back portion of the coat is a defect, one margin 
ilch is semicircular. ’* j . • V* 

bated above it Just below the collar Is an additional defect. It is oiir 
Jon) that the lower of these defects corresponds essentially with the point 
Era nee of the missile at Point C on Exhibit 385. * * j ' ^ 

jftg'PECTER. Would it be accurate to 1 state that the hole which'* you’’ have 
ifled.as being the point of entry id approximately 8 Inches below the top 
e^collai-, and 2 inches to the right of the middle sefljm of the coat?, 'j. 
mmapder Humes. That is approximately correct, sir. This defect, I might 
Sintmues on through the material. ’ § . *..* ( t . 7, # 1 

^h$d to this garment Is the memorandum which states that. one half of 
Vea around the hole which was presented had been removed by experts, 
[evei Jatj the Federal Bureau of Investigation, >nd allso that a control area . 
from under the collar, so it is my inte'rpretatipn that this defect at 
^of^tiis garment is the control area taken by the, Bureau, and ( that the 
he lower defect is not more circle or oval in outline is because a por- 
MW* 'defect has been removed apparently for physical examinations. 
PEc-fEE. Now, does the one which .you have described as the entry of .the 
^Ml^e way through?’* . *. ,' t , , j... ^ „ #3 

landed Humes. Yes, sir ; it goes through both layers. . ? , , 

eoter. How about the upper one of the collar you have described, does 
le wojr through? * , . ,\ 

anper^HuMES. Yes, sir; it goes all the way through.*, It is not— ^vait a 
iexfuseme — it is not so clearly a puncture wound as the one below. 
iPECte^. Does the upper one go all the way through in the same course? • 
ifah'der Humes. No. ” i • •»* < •. i • 

ecter. Through the inner Side as it went through the outer side? 

Ander Humes. No, in an irregular fashion. * n 

Will yon take Commission Exhibit 394 and describe what that is> <. 

ill, 1 please? J 

mmander Humes. This is the shirt, blood-stained shirt, purportedly worn 
ie President on the day of his assassination. When viewed from behind 
point* which corresponds essentially with the point of defect on the jacket, 
lees an Irregularly oval defect • * 

lien viewed anteriorly, with the top button buttoned, two additional defects 
- ien.^ Of course, with the shirt buttoned, the fly front of the shirt causes two 
rs^of cloth to be present in this location, and that there is a defect in the 
layer of cloth and a corresponding defect in the outer layer of the cloth. 
^[Specter. Is there any observable indication from’ the fibers on the front 
"trtiie *shlrt to Indicate in which direction a missile might have passed 
gh‘ those two tears? ' 1 

ander Humes. From an examination of these defects at this point, it 
[appear that the missile traversed these two layers from within to the 



p|6CT^.^Would it be accurate to state Jib at ttie„hole.. in. the back, of. the* 
mrnx fi ^rhpa hoiow the top of the collar and 2 inches to the, 

I ~ Urtrila poap nV thft ghlrtl^ .. . . 

FHumeb. That Is approxima tely /correct,! sir. . 
j --T £ r. Now, how, if at all, do the holes In the shirt and coat conform 
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representation of the 
/ 

Presidents wounds. Com- 
pare them with the autopsy 
chert on the opposite page, 
which clearly shows that 
the rear wound was in the 
back, not the neck, ^he 
FBI report also locates 
this wound in the bock 
(see pace 195) and gives 
not this flat angle but 
one of 45 to 60 degrees! 
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KnooinC the Coredsalon »euld no I p«r»M'oyt.w |rt«to«o> It. 
had dro*ln«;n cade to depict thr President' • vounds. CL a 335 and 3*^ T r* 

l-arch lyGd wider lluncn' surcndaion. Throe llluotratlono deUbcrately aslctv 1 

the back wound os a neck wound, a dlacrejnndy of t ^ dcb l lb * do * k ? r ? *' B t the 
era had to be ow nr e. Hurklcj and Boowell had originally loca|«* lh« ha mo mM i 

level of the third thoracic vertebra, depicted on the ® b f le ^ 'hjf* b ^\.rtebro. 

In the neck depleted In CE *>3 is markedly Higher than tho third t,1or ®^° lh ! ^ock at .t 
The lmocdiate nlgnificnnce or tlila lnfonsatlon io that a bullet cnkr ^ * h * t llK> ,l«| 
third thoracic vertebra and trovollng at a downward angle could not emerge at im i 

front of the throat, thus proving; the autopoy report and the Warren Report vron« ft 
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U. S. NAVAL MEDICAL SCHOOL 
NATIONAL NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER 

•ElHEiDA. MARYLAND 30014 

• 24 November 1963 

C-E-R-T-I-F-I-C-A-T-E 



James J. Hume*, certify that I have destroyed by 
burning certain preliminary draft notes relating to Naval 
Medical School Autopsy Report A63-272 end have officially 
transmitted all ocher papers related to this report to 
higher authority. 

J. J. HUMES 
CDR, MC, USN 




This is the original of Humes' certificate that he burned a draft of the autopsy report. 
It is not the same as the copy printed by the Cornel aai on, 17H46, which does not include 
the handwritten approval of Dr. Burkley. Indeed, what can be aaid when the President's 
physician certifies that he accepts and approves the burning of evidence in the crime! 
See p. 261. 

This certificate has led to the myth, propagated by Arlen Specter, that Humes 
burned his autopsy notes. "The record 1s plain," Specter told U.S. News and world 
Report . IO/10/66, "that there had been a series of notes taken by Dr. Humes at the 
time of the actual performance of the autopsy which had been destroyed." Specter 
knew better, since be put this certificate (absent the Burkley endorsement) into evi- 
dence and had it confirmed by Humes (2HJT3). As the certificate on the next page 
makes clear, the "autopsy notes" were preserved. What Humes burned he alternately 
described as "preliminary draft notes" (above) and "that draft" of the autopsy report 
later revised. (2H573;. 

Having been assured by Humes that the first draft of the autopsy report had been 
destroyed forever by burning. Specter asked not a single question, not even the simple. 
Indispensable question 1 Why? On this the Cosmdssion's record is barren. Specter, 
however, would like the uublic to believe otherwise. He now claims Humes "explained 
his reasons (for burning) fully before the Commission" — in his testimony. 
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U. S. NAVAL MEDICAL SCHOOL 

NATIONAL NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER 

ftETHElOA, MARYLAMO 30014 



24 November 1963 



C-E-R-T-I-F-I-C-A-T-E 



I, James J. Humes, certify chat all working papers 
associated with Naval Medical School Autopsy Report A63-272 
have remained in my personal custody at all times. Autopsy 
notes and the holograph draft of the final report were handed 
to Coonanding Officer, 0. S. Naval Medical School, at 1700, 

24 November 1963. No papers relating to this, case remain in 
my possession. 




J. J. HUMES 
cm, MC, USN 



Received shove working papers this date. 




Coamacding Officer, U.S. Naval Medical Sc 
National Naval Medical Center 






tm«, .n original copy, also bears the endorsement of Dr. Burkley absent from the cop> 
published by the Commission. Here Humes makes explicit that he never burned any notes 
made during the autopsy. "Autopsy notes and the holograph draft of the final report" 
were preserved and given to Capt. Stover on November 24. Stover must nave received 
all autopsy notes because H um e s specifies that "all working papers" of the autopsy we: 
in his possession until the transfer to otover, after which "no papers relating to tfu 
case remain in my possession." With this transmittal, the my-tenous story of the mi: 
ing autopsy notes begins. Bee op. 145, 261. 
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The Single Bullet Theory 
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Anatomy of a Fraud 



Gerald Posner, in his attempt to "close the case" of the 
Kennedy assassination, chooses certain parts of the evidence, 
including the Warren Report, that suits his conclusion. This 
remarkably resembles the Commission's own hasty method of lending 
more weight to the information that fits the lone assassin 
theory. Perhaps, the foremost example of this is Arlen Specter's 
advancement of the Single Bullet Theory. This theory is probably 
the most blatant lie to be passed off to the American people. 
Evidence was ignored and witnesses were not called in an attempt 
to preserve the idea of one bullet causing no less than seven 
wounds to both the President and Governor Connally. The travesty 
here is that Specter, as well as the other members of the 
commission, expected the American people not to question the 
integrity of the findings. 

However, with Harold Weisberg leading the way, holes have 
been shot through the Single Bullet Theory. The documents he 
sued for as well as closer examination of reports have shown 
that the Single Bullet Theory can not work. This fact, however, 
does not prevent Posner from continuing to advance this fraud 
to his readers. He, in perfect harmony with the Warren 
Commission, includes only the evidence that supports his theory. 
No credit is given to the FBI's own summary report that states: 
"...one of the bullets had entered just below his shoulder to 
the right of the spinal column..." and "...there was no point 

of exit, and the bullet was not in the body." The FBI, by 

the way, was the only investigative unit of the Warren 

The testimony of Agent Clint Hill who was called 



Commission. 



in to witness the wounds of the President, was also ignored 
by Posner. When asked if he [Hill] saw any wounds other than 
the head wound, Hill responds, "Yes, sir; I saw an opening in 
the back, about 6 inches below the neckline to the right-hand 
side of the spinal column" (Hill, p. 143). 

One question arises from this evidence: why was his 

testimony ignored? The answer lies in a bystander that November 
22. James Tague was driving on Commerce Street when he saw 
that traffic had stopped for the President's motorcade. Mr. 
Tague got out of his car and stood at the Triple Underpass to 
watch. One of the shots, Mr. Tague contends the second, struck 
the curb twenty to thirty feet away from where he was standing 
causing either a piece of the curb or bullet fragment to hit 
him in the cheek. Why is this important? The FBI failed to 
interview Tague and, hence, was able to contend that all three 
shots hit the vehicle. The Warren Commission was not so lucky. 

4 

Because Tague' s injury made headlines, it would have been 
detrimental to the Warren Commission's findings to ignore him. 

In order to preserve the lone assassin theory, the Single Bullet 
Theory becomes a necessity. 

Posner begins his deviations from the Warren Commission's 
account at this point. He lengthens the possible shooting time 
from 5.6 to 8.4 seconds. He contends the first shot was the 
one that missed, the second struck both Kennedy and Connally 
and the third was the fatal head wound. He makes the claim 
that the Zapruder film shows that Rosemary Willis, ten years 
old at the time, stops running at frame 160, claiming, now, 
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to have heard a shot. Rosemary never testified before the Warren 
Commission. Her sister, Linda Kay, did, however, and gave 
testimony indicating that the second shot missed. Posner seems 
to have ignored her (Willis, p. 498). Posner claims to have 
uncovered the Rosemary Willis evidence through new computer 
enhancements of the Zapruder film. This falsification is 
revealed, however, when he credits David Lui on page 553 with 
Rosemary Willis quotes. 

Nonetheless, Posner presents an almost credible scenario. 

As evidence for his theory, Posner cites Virgie Rachley (Mrs. 
Donald Baker) in the Commission's volumes of testimony. It 
is true that Rachley remembers seeing a spark on the road behind 
the limousine, and this makes her an important witness in 
Posner's account. Rachley' s credibility will be discussed 
momentarily. Posner claims that the first shot came around 
frames 158-160, just before the limousine passed under a tree 
obstructing Oswald's view. This bullet, perhaps even more 
"magical" than the bullet that allegedly struck Kennedy and 
Connally , Posner claims struck a limb of the tree, separating 
the lead core from the copper jacket. This is where Posner's 
account gets interesting. The copper jacket, after striking 
the limb, is supposed to have struck the road causing the spark 
Rachley observed. The lead core, after being torn from its 
encasing jacket, Posner contends would fly more stable and in 
a straight path. 

To be fair, one must examine Posner's key witness in this 
scenario, Virgie Rachley. It is true that she provides 
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persuasive evidence for Posner's case. It is also true, however, 
that while viewing the motorcade from the front steps of the 
Texas School Book Depository, she testifies to hearing shots 
from the railroad tracks behind the grassy knoll (Rachley, p. 
510). In fact, when asked if at the time, the shots sounded 
as if they came from the Book Depository, Rachley replied, "No, 
sir" (Rachley, p. 511). Posner, having read all twenty-six 
volumes of the Warren Commission's testimony and evidence, must 
simply lend more credibility to Rachley 's sight rather than 
her hearing. Posner purports himself to be a Wall Street lawyer. 
Any lawyer would know that a witness who, in any way contradicts 
his case, is a dangerous witness. Posner, though, having no 
faith in the competency of his readers, still decides to include 
her. This could be the fatal blow to Posner's scenario. It 
is our strong feeling that i f one uses a witness to help prove 
a portion of his case, then that same witness can not simply 
be ignored when his/her tes imony does not suit that theory. 

This is exactly what Posner does, however. 

This abundance of evidence along with what will follow, 
should raise serious questions about the Single Bullet Theory. 

In turn, Posner's own credibility and integrity as an author 
should be questioned as well. 

Besides the timing of the three shots, there are other 
reasons which dispute both the Warren Commission's and Gerald 
Posner's Single Bullet Theory. One of these is the timing of 
the reactions of the President and of Governor Connally. By 
reactions we mean the separate responses the two men made to 



their bullet wounds. 

By looking at the Zapruder film it would appear both men 
had to have been hit by two separate bullets, the reason being 
the great amount of time that elapsed between the first reaction 
Kennedy makes to being hit and when Connally reacts to being 
hit. Even if aspects of the theory such as why the single bullet 
is in such good condition are considered truthful, the topic 
of what the bullet is doing during the approximate one and a 
half seconds that is present between the reactions of the two 
men should still be questioned. The condition of the bullet 
will be discussed later. 

Gerald Posner, in many cases, tries to defend the Warren 
Commission on the Single Bullet Theory and he continues to do 



the same in this case. The warren Commission claims that 
Governor Connally shoved a delayed reaction to being hit. They 
have no other explanation for the approximate one and a half 
second time differential. This theory is somewhat unbelievable 
and It lust shows the commission's ignorance. Posner must try 
to prove that the bullet went through President Kennedy and 

Governor Connally at the same time. 

By using what he calls computer enhancements of the zapruder 

film, Posner claims to see evidence that shows exactly when 
the bullet hit Connally and that it is basically at the same 
time it hit the President. Weisber, points out in Case open 
that Posner makes it appear that the enhancements were done 
specifically for himself. Claiming the enhancements for himself 
is lust another way Posner deceives his readers. The actual 
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validity of the enhancements can be challenged when looking 
at the Rosemary Willis incident. Posner claims to have found 
Rosemary stopping and turning around with the use of the 
enhancements, yet it was David Lui who first noticed it with 
the naked eye many years before the enhancements were done. 

Gerald Posner starts his so called evidence by pointing 
out that Connally's lapel flipped up at the time the bullet 
went through his jacket. While citing his amazing computer 
enhancements, Posner fails to cite the fact that it was a windy 
day in Dallas thus easily giving solid evidence for the movement 
of the lapel. Posner decided not note the wind's speed or the 
fact that no bullet hole was found on the lapel of the Governor's 
jacket. The fact is the bullet did not come out of Connally's 
chest in the area of the lapel: However, the bullet did pass 

under his right nipple and the lapel was such a size that there 
was no way it could have hung down that far. 

Posner also noted that through the computer enhancements 
one could see Governor Connally's hand flipping upward at the 
time Posner is saying the bullet hit. This theory is 
questionable since Connally was also struck in the wrist and 
would have dropped his hat. Accepting the fact that Connally 
may have been able to hold on to the hat, there is still another 
problem with Posner's enhancement theories. Why would the 
flipping of the wrist be an immediate reaction while other 
reactions such as the cheeks puffing out and the body leaning 
forward be delayed? These attempts to distort the truth are 
Posner's way to try and prove something he can not. 



There are two other major controversies in the Single Bullet 
Theory along with the two previous areas of conflict. They 
are the location of the wounds and the condition of the bullet 
which supposedly caused those wounds. There are enough 
discrepancies in testimony and in evidence dealing with the 
wounds to dispute the theory, but if one adds the condition 
of the bullet into the Single Bullet equation, the results just 
do not add up. 

The Warren Commission used diagrams of the wound on 
President Kennedy's back which were presented as Commission 
Exhibit 385 and Commission Exhibit 386. These diagrams were 
drawn from memory and not from official photographs. When 
compared to the autopsy face sheet (CE 397) and the official 
death certificate found in Harold Weisberg's Post Mortem (p. 
308,309), it is quite obvious that the diagrams are wrong. 

The diagrams, CE 385 and 386, had the wound placed at the lower 
neck region above the right shoulder. CE 397 shows the wound 
farther down the back closer to the right scapula. On the death 
certificate signed by Admiral George Burkley, President Kennedy's 
personal physician, it stated that the wound "...occurred in 
the posterior back at about the level of the third thoracic 
vertebra" (Weisberg, p. 309). The obvious misrepresentation 
of the facts of the diagrams CE 385 and CE 386 were exactly 
what the Warren Commission needed to make the Single Bullet 
Theory possible. The placement of the higher wound made the 
idea of the bullet entering the back and exiting through the 
front of the throat more plausible, but the official placement 
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disputes the theory since the bullet was supposedly fired at 
a downward angle from the sixth floor window of the Texas School 
Book Depository. 

The front throat wound has also caused some controversy. 

The Warren Commission claimed that holes in the shirt and tie 
were caused by the bullet passing through them. Harold Weisberg 
had the FBI take close up pictures of Kennedy's clothing in 
his book Post Mortem (p. 597 ), in order to show proof that the 
holes in the front of the shirt and tie were caused by a scalpel 
when nurses cut off the President's clothing. Miss Diana Bowron, 
the nurse in Parkland Hospital who personally took President 
Kennedy to trauma room one where the doctors worked on him, 
testified that she cut off Kennedy's clothes. She said, "...Miss 
Heathecliffe and I cut off his’ clothing. Bowron, p. 136). 

Miss Bowron ' s testimony and the close up pictures of the clothing 
proves that the holes were made by a scalpel, not a bullet. 

Another controversy involving the throat wound and the 
back wound, was the size of the wounds. CE 397 shows the back 
wound as being 4x7mm and another part of CE 397 shows in notes 
taken by Dr. James Humes, the chief autopsy doctor, that the 
wound in the front of the neck was 3x5mm. Many doctors including 
Dr. Cyril Wecht, state that many times the smaller hole is the 
entrance wound and the larger hole is the exit wound. Dr. Robert 
Shaw in his testimony to the Warren Commission about the back 
wound of Governor Connally said it was a wound of entrance 
because of "Its small size, and the rather clean cut edges of 
the wound compared to the usual more ragged wound of exit" (Shaw, 



p. 104). This testimony gives validity to Dr. Wecht's statement 
There is strong evidence to show that Kennedy's wound could 
have been a wound of entrance by Dr. Charles Carrico's testimony 
At first he said he was not sure whether the 3x5mm wound was 
one of entrance or exit. It was only after long, hypothetical 
questioning that he agreed with the commission that it was an 
exit wound. However/ he did describe it as"... fairly round/ 
no jagged edges, no evidence of powder burns, and so forth.", 
and "...an even round wound" (Carrico, p. 362). The similarity' 
between Dr. Carrico's testimony about Kennedy's throat wound 
and Dr. Shaw's testimony of Governor Connally's definite wound 
of entrance in his back, gives enough evidence to allow one 
not to totally disprove the idea of Kennedy's throat wound being 
one of entrance and not of exit. There is not enough evidence 
to decide whether President Kennedy's throat wound is one of 
entrance or exit, and that fact alone is enough to discredit 
the Single Bullet Theory. 

The bullet labeled CE 399 by the Warren Commission is also 
a source of controversy. This bullet was found on a stretcher 
at Parkland Hospital and was said to be the bullet which passed 
through both the President and Governor Connally. Although 
CE 399 was only slightly damaged, it is supposed to have caused 
a total of seven wounds. Ignoring the evidence of the wound 
being in the back, The Warren Commission claimed the bullet 
passed through the bottom of Kennedy's neck’ and then passed 
out the front. From there the bullet entered into the back 
of Governor Connally, passed through his right lung and exited 



under the right nipple. During the passage through Connally's 
chest, the bullet managed to break his fifth rib. After leaving 
the chest it entered his right wrist shattering the radius bone, 
before ending up in his left thigh. It is utterly amazing how 
one bullet could break two major bones and end up only slightly 
damaged. The condition of CE 399 is disputed with CE 856. 

This exhibit was a test bullet fired at a cadaver's wrist in 
order to simulate what happened to Connally's wrist. CE 856 
came out of testing with a severely damaged nose. This bullet 
helps verify that CE 399 very easily could not have been the 
bullet which caused Connally's wounds. If striking just the 
wrist caused a severely damaged nose then how could a bullet 

which causes seven wounds and breaks two major bones come out 

/ 

only slightly damaged? 

The condition of CE 399 is a point of the Single Bullet 

Theory in which Gerald Posner defends strongly in his book Case 

Closed . Posner uses the ideas of Dr. John Lattimer, a urologist, 

to support his thoughts on the condition of the single bullet. 

Dr. Lattimer thinks that the tests done by Warren Commission 

with CE 856 were done incorrectly. He says. 

What that actually shows is that the Warren Commission 
did not conduct the proper experiments. They fired a 
6.5mm shell traveling at over 2,000 feet per second directly 
into a wrist bone. Of course you are going to get 
deformation of a bullet when it strikes a hard object at 
full speed. If Governor Connally's wrist had been hit 
on the straight fly by that bullet, CE 399, the bullet 
would be in worse shape, and so would his wrist. What 
the Warren Commission did not understand was that the bullet 
slowed as it passed through the bodies, and it never hit 
a hard surface, like bone, with its nose" (Posner, p. 336). 

When first looked at, this statement seems entirely credible, 



but if one reads the preceding page carefully it is obvious 
Lattimer can not be considered a credible source of information. 
On the preceding page Posner writes in his foot notes. Dr. 

John Lattimer and Dr. John Nichols created experiments to test 
the bullet's toughness. Nichols shot a 6.5mm slug through four 
feet of ponderosa pine boards and Lattimer put one through two 
feet of elm wood. Both bullets appeared undamaged" (Posner, 
p. 335n ) . It is quite obvious that Lattimer contradicts himself. 
Are not ponderosa pine and elm wood hard objects? One of these 
statements must be wrong. Dr. Lattimer 's and Posner's theory 
on the path of the bullet is the same as the Warren Commission's 
except that Lattimer says the bullet tumbled. He thinks the 
bullet began tumbling after it left Kennedy's throat and went 
through Connally sideways. He then says that it went through 
Connally's wrist backwards, leaving enough force to enter into 
his thigh (Posner, p. 336). This tumbling bullet theory can 
be disputed by Dr. Carrico's testimony to the Warren Commission. 
He said, "I think a missle this size traveling in such a 
direction that it had very little deformity, struck nothing 
causing it to tumble. .."( Carrico, p. 5). If the bullet hit 
nothing hard leaving the President's neck like the Warren 
Commission said, why would the bullet start to tumble? This 
theory which Posner and Lattimer support is obviously flawed. 
This is just one of many areas where Posner tries to deceive 

the public. 

In his Appendix titled "The Single Bullet Theory," Posner 
shows some major misrepresentations of the facts. First he 



has Kennedy sitting higher than Connally when in fact this is 
not true. The Zapruder film clearly shows very little, if not 
any, difference in the sitting height of the two men. Next 
is his placement of the President's back wound which he has 
in the same location as the Warren Commission. That placement 
has been discredited above. Another falsification is Connally 1 s 
back wound. Posner says it is one and a quarter inches long 
when Dr. Shaw testified it was "...a centimeter and a half in 
its greatest diameter" (Shaw, p. 104). The last area of 
misrepresentation is the position of Connally. Posner has him 
turned right when in the Zapruder film it can be seen that 
Connally is directly in front of Kennedy. 

The infamous Single Bullet Theory can be considered one 
of the biggest lies in the history of the United States. It 
is a blatant effort aimed at deceiving the American public. 

Arlen Spector, while ignoring the facts, concocted the Single 
Bullet Theory to prove the idea of a lone assassin. He knew 
his creation was physically impossible yet he tried to sell 
it to the people. Gerald Posner may consider himself a credible 
author on the assassination of President Kennedy, but by 
supporting Spector* s theory, Posner takes responsibility of 
spreading this blatant lie. Not only does he support the Single 
Bullet Theory, Posner also goes out of his way to deceive the 
public. He tries to lengthen Oswald's shooting time. He tries 
to use questionable computer enhancements to prove Governor 
Connally and President Kennedy were hit at the same time. Worst 
of all, Posner uses unqualified people to give theories intended 



to prove the existence of a single bullet. The lies and deceit 
have to stop. The American people deserve better and most of 
all, President John F. Kennedy deserves better. 



Ilf 



appendix 



Found in thin appendix In most of the testimony and evidence 
cited in thin paper. The appendix .111 show the obvious 
placement of Governor Connelly' n lapel and prove that a bullet 
could not have caused it to flip up. The appendix .111 also 



How for comparison between the Inaccurate diagrams, CE 385 
ind CE 386, and the autopsy face sheet, CE 397.- This comparison 
.hould disprove the Single Bullet Theory by showing the actual 
jositlon of President Kennedy's bach wound. The proof shown 
Ln CE 397 will be backed up by the official death certificate 
which is also included in the appendix. Finally this appendix 
will show the comparison of the two bullets CE 399 and CE 856. 
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S™ii,V Agm.Uu 

A|,, ’ r ' ,Xlmn,ClV " mv d,d k to reach the airplane at 

Mr. II ill. We arrived nt Dove Field at 2:14 

" CrC 3,0,1 ,,rCSCnt tlUr,ng the a "“ ri "«-'» ceremonies of 

Mr. Hn.r.. I was aboard the aircraft; yes, sir. 

Mr. Specter, Did you witness those ceremonies? 

Ir. Hill. Well, the Presidential compartment was so small that not nil 

co,,M r 

right adjacent to the area tliat the President was sworn In ^ 

Mr. Specter. Do you know (he time of the stvenrlng in’? 

Mr. Hill. 2:38. 

w,lnt “me did the Presidential aircraft depart? 

Mr t " ne “ nrr,,ed ,n the Wa8hln(!tOD area7 

Mr. Specter. And where did It land? 

Mr. Hill. We landed at Andrews Air Force Base. 

•nk M e r foU^„" lander " Ct,0,, • “ C0D,,CCtl0 " w,th tbl » "»“« <”<■ J»u 

assisted Mrs. Kennedy and the Attorney General, who had joined 
her at that t mo, Into the ambulance benrlng the President’s body, end I entered 
' Immediately behind tlie ambulance with Dr. John Walsh, Mrs 
Kennedy s pliyaldan, and members of President Kennedy's staff. 

Mr. Specter. And where did you go then 7 

Mr. Hill. Immediately to Bethesda Naval Hospital. 

Mr. Specter. And did you stay with the President's family at that time? 

Mr Hill When we arrived there, I went to the 17th floor with Mrs. Kennedy 

torn 1 T n * Ded Wlth Mr8 ’ KeDnedy except for one time when I was requested 
to come to the morgue to view the President’s body. 

Mr. Specter. And did you view the President’s body 7 
Mr. Hill. Yes, sir. y 

Predde^odyl ha tL‘m?rgue? d ^ U ‘ k9 f °"° Wln * ‘ he «“« 70U «*• 

Mr. Hill, After the viewing of the President c bo Jy 7 
Mr. flPKOTEn. Yes. 

«• *•» *-«» «■ 

h.d e r: e r^ C n °° n8 ’ Ma * 1 nsk « question? At the hospital In Terns you 
Mr Hi. hnclvo ” aee " “•* whole body, or Just the back of the President’s liend? 

l ’ 0tI3, • b . Ut he "" 8tlM C0ld when 1 »» him. 

Mr in ^ v At the morgue In Dethesda he was not cold? 

ro M ». n M"’ 8 r J the nut0, ' 8y ,lnd been completed, and the Lawler Mortuary 

Co. was preparing the body for placement In a casket Mortuary 

eprcacntntlre nooos. At tbla time did you see the whole body? 

Mr. hill. Yes, air. 

JJj.ww.Ullw DM T °" "* n,h ' r 1 wo. 1 l other tboo the b.od 

Representative Boons. Was there a frontal neck Injury? 

Mr. Hill. There was an area here that had been opened but 

Mr. SrECTKR. You are Indicating 
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TESTIMONY OF LINDA KAY WILLIS , J 

Tim testimony of Linda Kay Willis was taken at 3:15 p.m. f on July 22, 1064, lr 
(he ofTlce of the U.S. attorney, 801 Post Ofllce Building, Bryan and Brvay 8tmb 
Dallns, Tex., by Mr. Wesley J. Llebeler, assistant counsel of the President 
Commission. . * 

Mr. Liebeler. Would you rise and raise your right hand and I will swear TO' 
ns n witness. Do you solemnly swenr that the testimony you are about to |i?< 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God 

Mr L^n^Ka. Aal told your father, I am an attorney for the Presidents Coir 
mission on the Assassination of President Kennedy, and he hu to d me that yo 
were with him In the vicinity of the School Book Depository Building at the Urn 
of the assassination, and I want'ed to ask you two or three questions about Uu 
First of all. would you state your name for the reporter, please? 

Miss WtLLiB. Linda Kay Willis. 

Mr. Liebeler. How old are you.? 

Miss Willis. I will be 15, July 29. . , # # q „ hn 

Mr. Lieiieler. Tour father has told us that you were out In front of the Scbo 
Book Depository Building along with your sister on the day of the assasslnatlo 
nnd your mother and father were also there, is that correct? 

Mlsa Willis. Yes, sir. f ; . . . ... 

Mr. Likdeleil Did you hear any shots, or what you later learned to be shol 

as the motorcade came past you there? 

Miss Willis. Yes; I heard one. Then there was a little bit of time, and 
there were two real fast bullet* together When the flrat one htL w*«. U 
President turned from waving to the people, and he grabbed his throat, and l 
kind of slumped forward, and then I couldn’t tell where the second shot wer 
Mr. Liebeler. Now, you were standing right along the curb ®lm 8tr^ 
that right, when the motorcade came by across the street from the Sell 
Book Depository Building? , 

Miss Willis. Yes, sir. _ Dl> . . .. . 

Mr Liebeler. Did you follow the motorcAde down Elm Street at all, or 
you stand on the corner up toward Houston Street and watch ^there? 

Miss Willis. I was right across from the ^gn that points to ^® re 
mons Expressway Is. I was directly across when the first shot hit him. 

Mr. Liebeler. Directly across from the sign that says, “Stemmons Freewaj 
Miss Willis. I was right In line with the sign and the car, and I wasn 
far away from him, but I couldn't tell from where the shot came. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you Just stay right there, or did you go on down E 

9t ms8 Willis. I stayed there. I was on the corner across from the cowtto- 
when the motorcade first came down Main Street, and when lt>rned he c 
ner on Houston, well, I followed along the street : with the CM, 0,01 
turned the corner on Elm and I stood there where the Stemmons sign Is. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you see the President get hit In the head? 

Miss Willis. Yes. * . , 

Mr. Liebeler. You actually saw the President get hit that way 7 

Miss Willis. Yes. ** . 

Mr. Likbiler. How far away would you lay that you were when you t 

Mlsa WiLua. Oh, about twice as far as I am from here to thla dobr. Ha 

not quite that far. j * 

Mr. Liebeler. About 25 feet or so? 1 

Mlsa Willis. About that * ». , ’ . . . ... 

Mr. Liebeler. Now when you saw the President get hit In the head, did 

hear any more shots after that? 

Miss Willis. Yes; the first one, I heard the first shot come and th 
slumped forward, and then I couldn’t tell where The second shot went, 
then the third one, and that was the last one that hit him In the head. 

Mr. Liebeler. You only heard three shots altogether? 
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hit; do you remember? It would have been on the curb side — near the cuJ3 
side away from the Texas School Book Depository ^Building on the opposite 
aide of the street; Lb that right? . 

Mrs. Baker. Yea. 

Mr. t.nrwirrrtt How close to the opposite curb do you think it was? 

Mrs. Bakeb- It waa approximately in the middle of the lane — I couldn’t be| 
quite sure, but I thought it waa in the middle or somewhere along in thereat 
could even be wrong about that but I .could have sworn It that day. I * 

Mr. Im nn You thought it was sort of toward the middle of the lane? 

Mrs. Batch. Toward the middle of the lane. 

Mr. TTVT.gr Of the left-hand lane going toward the underpass ; is tij| 
correct? 

Mrs. Baker. Yea 

Mr. Liebeler. Where waa the thing that you saw hit the street in relatio] 
to the President’s car? I mean, waa it in front of the car, behind his car, byj 
the side of his car or waa it ciose to the car? 

Mrs. Baker. I thought it waa — well — behind It 

Mr. T.nr R vTPTL Had the car already gone by when you saw this thing hitj 
the street? _ • - 

Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. 

Mr. T.rvRFT mi Do you remember whether it hit toward the left-hand sidel 
or the right-hand side of the President’s car, or was it just immediately T 
it? If you can’t remember it that closely, all right 

Mrs. Bakes. I can’t remember It *- ^ 

Mr. T.-nrmrr™. Did you actually see the President get hit by any bullets?^ 
Mrs. Baker. No, sir. 

Mr. Liebeler. How many shots did you hear? 

Mrs. Bakes. Three. 

Mr. T.miFTTO When did you first become aware that they were shots? 

Mrs. Bakes. With the second shot 

- Mr. Tinrmer.n. Did you have any idea where they were coming from? 

Mrs. Bakes. Well, the way it sounded— it sounded like it was coming from-^j 
there was a railroad track that runs behind the building— there directly behind^ 
the building and around, so I guess it would be by the underpass, the triple 
underpass, and there is a railroad track that runs back out there and thertH 
was a train that looked like a circus train as well as I can remember now, back* 
there, and we all ran to the plaza— the little thing there I guess you call itjii 
plaza — back behind there— this other girl and I almost ran back over thejg 
and looked and we didn’t see anything. 

Mr. t.t»hktm. When you say the plaza, you mean-Dealey Plaza, the area that_^ 
lies between Elm Street and this little street that runs by the Texas School- 
Book Depository Building; is that correct? Ia that what you mean? 

Mrs. Bakes. Yea, air. 

Mr. Liebeleb. After yon heard the shots, you ran down the little street that- 
runs In front of the School Book Depository ? 

Mrs. Bakes. Along the grass. . . ^ 

Mr. Drawn - er. Along the grass— alongside there, running toward .the triple* 
underpass where Elm Street goes, but yon were actually running down the little 
street or alongside the street on the grass, alongside the street that runs righy 
In front of the Texas School Book Depository ? ' 

Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. , 

Mr. t.tvpft pw_ And you say there are some railroad tracks back In there; * 

thatrlght? . « • 

Mrs. Bakes. Yes. ‘ ^3 

Mr. Drawnm Immediately behind Dealey Plaza away from Elm Street? 

Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. * -.s .. 

Mr. Drawn jtb_ And is that where you thought the shots capiefjom ? ' ; 

Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. * . 

Mr. T .rawer -irw- And when you went down there and looked, did you see fl 

body tft all? * h the- 

Mrs. Bakeb. Just a policeman and several people were down there arouna ^ ■ 

tracks working. 



Mr. Liebeleb. But yon didn't see anybody you thought might have been the 
sassin? 

Mrs. Baker. No, sir. 

Mr. Liebeleb. Now, you have subsequently heard, I'm sure, and from reading 
in the newspapers and one thing and another, that It appears that the shots actu- 
ally came from the Texas School Book Depository Building; is that right? 

Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. * 

Mr. Drawn .m Does that seem possible to you in view of what you heard at 
the time? 

Mrs. Bakeb. Well, I guess it might have been the wind, but to me it didn’t 
Mr. Trawn rw The sounds you heard at the time did not appear to come from 
the Texas School Book Depository Building ? 

Mrs. Bakeb. No, air. 

Mr. Liebeleb. Did you look up at the Texas School Book Depository Building 
at all while you were standing there? 

Mrs. Bakeb. No, sir. 

Mr. Liebeleb. So, yon had no occasion to see anybody in any of the windows 
in that building? 

Mrs. Bakeb. No, air. 

Mr. Liebeleb. According to the FBI report of the interview that you gave 
them on November 24, you said that just after the shooting some man who had 
been sitting on a wall directly across the street from you came up and said he 
saw everything; la that so? 

Iff Mrs. Bakeb. Yes. 

Mr. Liebeleb. Did yon ever find out what that man’s name was? 

'* Mrs. Bakeb. No, sir ; I did not I didn’t see him after that 
Mr. Liebeleb. Did he tell yon what be bad seen ? 

Mrs. Bakeb. No; I don’t remember — he came over— I don’t know when he 
came over now, but he told us he had seen everything— it might have been later 
that afternoon. I think it was— I think it was later that afternoon. 

Mr. Liebeleb. Did he tell you where he had been, where he could see all this? 
Mrs. Bakeb. He said he was sitting on that walL 

Mr. Liebeler. Now, when you say ’’that wall” I show you again Commission 
Exhibit No. 354. 

Mrs. Bakeb. This wall here [indicating]. 

Mr. Liebeler. Are you referring to a wall that is on the triangular spot 
formed by Elm Street and Main Street and across Elm Street from the Texas 
School Book Depository Building? And on Commission Exhibit No. 354; that 
irea has some ink marks on it around part of It? 

Mrs. Baker. Yes. 

Mr. T.rawvrvw Did this man tell yon exactly where on the wall he had been 
sitting? 

Mrs. Baker. No; I presume It was on this high wall here — it sticks up real 
igh — I presume he was up there on top. 

Mr. Liebeleb. You have indicated the part of the wall that faces'll ward the 
triple underpass down toward where Elm Street and Main Street and Com- 
merce all come together? 

Mrs. Baker. Yes. 

Mr. Liebeleb. Now, there has been some speculation that perhaps the shots 
might have come from right off the triple overpass, from the railroad tracks 
that go up over the top, were you able to see these railroad tracks at the time 
from where you were standing down here — when I say, “Down here/ 1 I mean 
the railroad tracks that actually go over Elm Street and Main Street and 
Commerce. i _ 

Mrs. Bakeb. No, sir. 

r Mr. Liebeleb. You could not see that? - — 

Mrs. Baker. No, sir. 

y.. Mr. Liebeleb. Did the shots sound like they huu come irom that area, or 
W did they sound like they had come from the area more around toward the 
Texas School Book Depository Building and behind Dealey Plaza? 

Mrs. Baker. It sounded like it was coming from along in here — it didn't 9oaod 
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Mr. Specter. Do you know at approximately what time this procedure was 
slnrLed? * 

Dr. Bn aw. I will have to refresh my memory again from the record. We 

bad at the time I testified before, we had the ♦ , 

Mr. Specter. Permit me to make available to you a copy of the Parkland 
Memorial Hospital operative record and let me ask you, flrBt of all, If you can 
Identify these two pages on an exhibit heretofore marked as Commission Exhibit 
302 as to whether or not this constitutes your report? 

Dr. Shaw. Yes; this la a transcription of my dictated report of the operation. 
Mr. Specter. Are the facta sot forth therein true and correct? 

Dr. Buaw. Yes. On this It states that the operation Itself was begun at 
1300 hours or 1 o’clock, 1 p.in., and that the actual surgery started at 1335 or 
1 :30 p.m. 

The operation was concluded by me at 3 — 1520 which would be 3 :20 p.m. 

Mr. Specter. You have described. In a general way, the chest wound. What 
other wounds, If any, was Governor Connally suffering from at the time you 
saw him? 4 

Dr. Shaw. I will describe then the wound of the wrist which was obvious. 
He had a wound of the lower right forearm that I did not accurately examine 
because I had already talked to Dr. Gregory while I was scrubbing for the 
operation, told him that this wound would need his nttentlon as soon as we 
were able to get the chest In a satisfactory condition. There was also, I was 
told, l didn't see the wound, on the thigh, I was told that there was a small 
wound on the thigh which I saw later. 

Mr. Specter. When did you first hafe an opportunity then to examine Gov- 
ernor Connally’B wound on the posterior aspect of Ills chest? 

Dr. Shaw. After the Governor had been anesthetized. As Boon as he was 
asleep so we could manipulate him — before that time It was necessary for an 
endotracheal tube to be In place so his respirations could be controlled before 
we felt we could roll him over and accurately examine the wound entrance. 

We knew this was the wound exit 

Mr. Specteb. This [Indicating an area below the right nipple on the body]? 
Dr. Biiaw. Yes .‘ ' 

Mr. Dulles. How did you know It was a wound exit 

Dr. Biiaw. By the fact of Its site, the ragged edges of the wound. This wound 
was covered by a dressing which could not be removed until the Governor was 

anesthetized. * > 

Mr. Specter. Indicating this wound, the wound on the Governors chest/ 

Dr. Shaw. Yes ; the front part 

Mr. SrECTER. Will you describe In as much detail as you can the wound on 
the posterior slde'of the Governor’s chest? 

Dr. Shaw. This was a small wound approximately a centimeter and a half 
In Its greatest diameter. It was roughly elliptical. It was just medial to the 
axllllnry fold or the crease of the armpit, but we could tell that this wound, 
the depth of the wound, had not penetrated the shoulder blade. 

Mr. Specter. What were the characteristics, If any, which Indicated to you 
that It was a wound of entrance then? 

Dr. Shaw. Its small size, and the rather clean cut edges of the wound as 
compared to the usual more ragged wound of exit. 

Mr. 8pecter. Now, I hand you a diagram which Is a body diagram on Com- 
mission Exhibit No. 679, and ask you If, on the back portion of the figure, that 
accurately depicts the point of entry Into Governor Connelly's back? 

Dr. Shaw. Yes.’ The depiction of the point of entry, I feel Is quite accurate. 
Mr. 8pecteii. Now, with respect to the front side of the body, Is the point 
of exit accurately. Bbown on the diagram? c 
Dr. Shaw. The point is * 

Mr Specter. We,have heretofore, may the record show the deposition covered 
much the same ground with Dr. Shaw, but the diagrams used now are new 
diagrams which will have to be remarked In accordance with your recollection. 

Dr. Shaw. Yes.< , Because I would have to place— they are showing here the 
angle. » «. . • 
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Mr. Duli.cs. I see. 

I)r. OAiuucd. The entrance. All we knew tills was a small wound here. 

Mr. Dullcb. 1 see. And you put your hand right above where your tie Is? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes, sir ; Just where the tie 

Mr. Dullcs. A little bit to the left. 

Dr. Carrico. To the right 
Mr. Dullcs. Yes; to the right. 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. And tills wound was fairly round, had no jagged edges, 
no evidence of powder burns, and so forth. 

Representative Ford. No evidence of powder burns? 

Dr. Carrico. So far as I know. * 

Representative Ford. In the front? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. '* t . 

Mr. Spcoter. Have you now described that wound as specifically as you can 
based upon your observations at the time? 

Dr. Carrico. I believe so. • 

Mr. Specter. And your recollection at the time of those observations? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes ; an even round wound., 

Mr. Dulles. You felt this wound In the neck was not a fatal wound 7 
Dr. Carrico. That Is right 

Mr. Specter. That Is, absent the head wound, would the President have sur- 
vlved the wound which wad present on his neck? 

Dr. Carrico. I think very Likely he would have. 

Mr. Specter. Based on your observations on the neck wound alone did you 
have a sufficient basis to form au opinion aB to whether It was an entrance or 
an exit wound? 

Dr. Carrico. No, sir; we did not Not having completely evaluated all the 
Wounds, traced out the course of the bullets, this wound would have been com- 
patible with either entrance or exit wound depending tfpon the alee, the velocity, 
the tissue structure and so forth. 

Mr. Speoter. Permit me to add some facts which I shall ask you to assume 
as being true for purposes of having you express an opinion. 

First of all, assume that the President was struck by a 6.5 mm. capper- 
jacketed bullet from a rifle having a muzzle velocity of approximately 2.000 
feet per second nt a time when the President was approximately 160 to 250 
feet from the wenpon, with the President being struck from the rear a a 
downward angle of approximately 46 degrees, being struck on the upper right 
posterior thorax Just above the upper border of the scapula 14 centimeters from 
the tip of the right acromion process and 14 centimeters below the tip of the right 
mastoid process. » 

Assume further that the missile passed through the body of the President 
striking no bones, traversing the neck and sliding between the large muscle/i In 
the posterior aspect of the President’s body through a fascia channel without 
violating the pleural cavity, but bmlalng only the apex of the right pleural 
cavity and bruising the most apical portion of the right lung, then causing a 
hematoma to the right of the larynx which you have described, and creating 
a Jogged wound In the trachea, then exiting precisely at the point where you 
observe the puncture wound to exist. 

Now based on those facts was the appearance of the wound In your opinion 
consistent with being an exit wound? 

Dr. Carrico. It certainly was. It could have been under the clrcumstan'es. 
Mr. Specter. And assuming that all the facts which I have given you t :r be 
true, do you have an opinion with a reasonable degree of medical certainly as to 
whether, In fact, the wound was an entrance wound or an exit wound7 
Dr. Carrico. With those facts and the fact as I understand It no olher 
bullet wan found this would be, this was, I believe, was an exit wound. 

Mr. Specter. Were any bullets found in the President's body by the doctors 

• at Parkland? *-** *t * 

Dr. Carrico. No, sir. 

Mr. Specter. Was the President's clothing ever examined by you, Dr. Carrico? 
Dr. Carrico. No, sir; It was not 

Mr. Speoter. What was the reason for no examination of the clothJDg? 
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Mr. Specter. Do you linve nn opinion, Dr. Carrico. na to tlie cnuse of the 
punctate wound In the President’s throat? 

Dr. Cariiico. No; I really don't — Just on the basis of whnt I know. We 
didn’t innke nn attempt, ns you kuow, to nHccrtnln the trnck of the bullets. 

Mr. Specter. I can’t hear you. 

Dr. Carrico. As you know, we didn’t try to nscertnln the track of the bullets. 

Mr. Specter. And why did you not make an effort to determine the trnck of 
the bulleta? 

Dr. Carrico. Again, In trying to rcauncltntu Lite President, the time to do this 
wiis not nvailnhle. The exnitilimlloit conducted was one to try to establish 
whnt life threatening situations were present and to correct Iheae. 

Mr. Specter. Wna thorn any discussion among the doctors who m tended 
President Kennedy as to the cnuse of the neck wound? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes; after thnt afternoon. 

Mr. Specter. And what conversations were there? 

Dr. Carrico. As I recall, Dr. Perry, and I talked and tried after — later In Uio 
afternoon to determine whnt exactly had happened, and we were not aware of 
Ihe missile wound to the hack, and inmtulnted thnt this was either n tangential 
wound from a fragment, possibly another entrance wound. It could have been 
an exit wound, bill wc knew of no other entrance wound. 

Mr. Specter. Was the wound In the neck consistent with being either nti 
entry or exit wound. In your opinion? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. 

Mr. Specter. Or, did It look (o he more one thnn the other? 

Dr. Carrico. No; it could have been cither, depending on the size of the 
missile, the velocity of the missile, the tissues that It struck. 

Mr. Specter. Dr. Cnrrlco, assume llicse facts, If you will — first, thnt President 
Kennedy was struck by a 0.5-mm. missile which entered the upper-right jiosterior 
thorax, Just above the scapula, being 14 cm. from the tip of Ihe right acromion, 
•-c-r-o-m-l-o-n (spelling) process, and 14 cm. below the tip of the right mastoid 
process, and thnt the missile traveled between two strap muscles, proceeded 
through the fascia channel without violating the pleural cavity, striking the side 
of tho truehen and exiting In the lower third of the anterior throut. Under 
the circumstances which I have Just described to you, would the wound which 
you observed on the President's throat be consistent with the dninnge which 
a 0.5-mm. missile, traveling at the rate of approximately 2,000 feet per second, 
thnt being muzzle velocity, with the President being 100 to 250 feet nwny from 
the rifle, would thnt wound he consistent with that type of a weapon at that 
distance, with the missile taking the {mill I have Just described to you? 

Dr. Carrico. 1 certainly think it could. 

Mr. Specter. Aud whnt would your thinking be as to why It could produce 
thnt result? 

Dr. Carrico. I think u missile of this size, traveling In such a direction thnt 
It had very little deformity, struck nothing which would cause It to begin 
tumbling, and was slowed very little by passing through this relatively easy 
traversed {dunes, would not expend a groat deni of energy on exit anti would 
very likely not tumble, thus producing a small, round, even wound. 

Mr. Specter. Whnt has been your existence, If nny, with gunshot wounds? 

Dr. Carrico. In working in the emergency room at Parkland, we have seen n 
fnlrly good number of gunshot wounds, and with .22 and .25 cullber wenpons of 
somewhat, possibly somewhat lower velocity but nt closer range, we have seen 
entrance and exit wounds of almost the snme size, esjieclnlly the same size, when 
posslng through sui>erflclnl structures. 

Mr. Specter. And whnt superficial structures did thoso missiles pass through 
to which you have Just referred ? 

Dr. CARnrco. The ones I was referring to In particular were through the 
muscles of the leg superflelutly. 

Mr. SrECTER. Approximately how many missile wounds, bullet wounds* have 
you had nn opiiortuutty to observe lit your practice. Doctor? 

Dr. Carrico. I would guess 150 or 200. 

Mr. Specter. Would you describe us precisely for me as possible the nature 
of the bend wound which you observed on the President? 
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GROUP FOUR- 



THE CONSPIRACY COMMUNITY 



The "conspiracy conmunity" is an often talked-about and much- 
maligned segment of Gerald Posner’s book Case Closed . Many times, 

Posner deals with the conspiracy theorists and critics of the Warren 
Report very unjustly. In his few warranted attacks, Posner only 
blasts the most far-out and unbelievable theorists. The most he 
can do with legitimate critics, such as Harold Weisberg. or Sylvia 
Meagher, is misrepresent the facts they make very clear in their 
own books. He cannot find anything of theirs to discredit so he 
just attacks them, without warrant or justification. When Posner 
is not busy attacking the credibility of the evidence used by conspiracy 
theorists, he is busy attacking these critics as left-wingers - a 
bunch of liberals with unbelievable and false claims. In this attack, 
as well as many others, Gerald Posner is very much off-base. 

Case Closed attacks the credibility of many of the conspiracy 
theorists' cases. It attacks Jim Garrison’s work as well as Oliver 
Stone's movie JFK , both of which are known to be untruthful. Case 
Closed also attacks David Li f ton, the somewhat suspect author of 
Best Evidence . Although Posner actually does attack some of Lifton’s 
more questionable points, Posner purposely assaults Lifton for his 
(Lifton’s) "two casket theory."*- This theory asserts that President 
John F. Kennedy's body boarded Air Force One in a bronze casket and 
exited Air Force One in a simple gray one, proving supposedly that 
JFK's body was stolen while on the plane. Actually, Paul Kennedy 
O'Conner is the one who claimed the President’s body came to Bethesda 
in the shipping casket. 3-- Therefore, this claim was not originated 
by Lifton. This misrepresentation is just one example of many that 
Posner deceivingly tells his reader . 



Case Closed also attacks Harold Wfeisberg>, a man who knows more 
about President Kennedy's assassination than anyone \ Case Closed 
claims that Dr.Renatus Hartogs first diagnosed Lee Harvey Oswald’s 
potential for violence when Oswald was a youngster of fourteen# 
This book seems to say that Dr. Hartogs saw a quality in the young 



man which eventually led the older Oswald to assassinate the President 
of the United States. With this section on the doctor, Case Closed 
begins to lay a foundation for the case against Oswald by labeling 
him early as potentially violent. Case Closed attacks Harold Weisburg 
for not including Dr. Hartogs' diagnosis in his books &• What Case 
dosed fails to point out, however are other statements by Dr. Hartogs 
to the Warren Coninission that do not help Posner's case. In his 
Whitewash , Mr. weiebergj points out two of these statements. Dr. 

Hartogs stated that there was no way to predict Oswald's alleged 
final act of violence from his tendencies as a teenager. The doctor 
also maintained that, despite reports to the contrary, his original 
psychiatric examination did not reveal potential danger in Oswald A 

Case Closed belittles Harold iWe'iSberg for asserting that "Oswald's 
marksmanship was rather poor" 7- Posner speaks of Oswald qualifying 
as a sharpshooter, in the Marines, he had trained for only three 
weeks with a M-l rifle. He boasts of Oswald qualifying as a marksman, 
even when Oswald was disgusted with the Marines and had no incentive 
to perform. Posner even quotes Marine Corps officer Sergeant James 
Zahm, who claimed Oswald was an "excellent shot" when compared to 
the typical man. 8 All these statements tend to make Harold Weisburg 
seem wrong when he certainly is not. ’Wexsterg points out that Oswald 
qualified as a sharpshooter only after he underwent thorough training 



under a skilled supervisor and with an excellent rifle. At a later 
time and without the thorough training, Oswald did not duplicate 
his original "feat". He barely made the level of marksman.^' 

In Weisberg 1 s Whi tewash , Lieutenant-Colonel A.G. Folsom, Jr. put 
Oswald's supposedly great marksmanship into perspective in his response 
to an inquiry by the Warren Commission. Folsom states that any Marine, 
following specific instructions, is reasonably expected to become 
a marksman. Furthermore, he communicates the Marine Corps' opinion 
that most Marines will become a sharpshooter when allowed to develop 
"a reasonable amount of adaptability to weapons firing".* 0 ' Simply 
stated, Folsom deemed a marksman to be a rather poor shooter and 
a sharpshooter to be a fairly good shooter. Even James Zahm, the 
man who claimed Oswald to be a good shot, maintained that Oswald 
should have taken a minimum of ten test shots before using a rifle 
with a telescopic sight 

Another fact, pointed out in Weisberg's book Whitewash , should 
also be noted. In his testimony, Sergeant Zahm stated that the shots 
that hit the President at both the head and the neck would have been 
an easy shot for a man with Oswald's capabilities. 1 *"' When this claim 
was actually tested, three genuine marksman could not accomplish 
what Oswald is said to have done. The test marksman even had unlimited 
time and nonmoving targets to duplicate this feat! All of the facts, 
put together, shed much new light on Posner's claims! 

It is interesting to note that, although Gerald Posner goes 
to great lengths to attack what Harold Veisberg has already proven 
as fact, he uses Weisberg to help intensify his attack on another 
conspiracy theorist. Posner criticizes, Mark Lane, the author of 
the much-read book Rush to Judgement , is criticized by Posner for 



using only facts that support his argument while ignoring others 
that do not ' Posner uses Mr .Weisberg to aid him in his criticism. 

He notes Weisberg r s view of Lane as only writing for self -promotion 

and money He cites Weisberg to aid in his attack on Lane, but previously# 

the only thing Gerald Posner was interested in was belittling Weisburg. 

First he attacks Wteisberg’S* character. Next, he quotes Robert Blakey 

as saying Weisberg 's work was based on mere accusations. 1 ^ Posner 

knows that this claim is not true, and that is why he relies on someone 

else to make it. Harold Weisberg’ 's book Whitewash not only tells 

the truth, but also tells where evidence is found to support the 

truth. Just look at weisberg 's proof in support of the evidence 

surrounding Dr.Hartogs* and Oswald's marksmanship. It is all there! 

How can an author try to discredit a man and immediately afterwards, 
use that same man's opinion in trying to discredit another man? 

This incident clearly demonstrates the lies and deceit that Gerald 
Posnertries to get away with in his book. 

Sylvia Meagher is also the subject of Posner's unfounded attacks. 

Many times, Posner misleads his reader by giving Meagher's quotes 
out of context, not giving her full quote, or implying that she has 
no proof of what she says when proof is actually well explained and 
well documented. For example. Case Closed mis represents Meagher 
by quoting her, out of context, as saying that there is no evidence 
that Oswald was in anyway mentally disturbed.*'* Posner completely 
ignores all the proof that Sylvia Meagher gives in support of this 
statement. First, Meagher points out Oswald's own medical records 
from his career in the Marine Corps, which never show any "sign 
of emotional problems, mental abnormality, or psychosis" .* 7 The 



psychiatric evaluation of Lee Harvey Oswald during his stay in the 
Soviet Union again showed no sign of a psychotic mind or a homicidal 
tendency. Finally, Meagher presents the psychiatric evaluation 
of Dr. Renatus Hartogs, the same report Posner uses to help "close" 
his case, to reinforce her own case. This report, again showed 
no indication of psychotic behavior. Although in his testimony 
to the Warren Conmission Dr. Hartogs claimed that the younger Oswald 
had definite potential for violence, his review of his actual 1953 
report found that there was actually no mention of this potential 
or any incipient schizophrenia Because of all this evidence, there 
is more than enough reason for Sylvia Meagher to conclude that Oswald, 
though not a model citizen, was not mentally disturbed, either. 

Posner also asserts that Sylvia Meagher claimed Oswald's Carcano 

|(g 

had a "hair trigger, which would have hurt Oswald's marksmanship . 

In actuality, Meagher does not make this claim at all. In her book 
Accessories After the Fact , Sylvia Meagher quotes Army expert Ronald 
Simnons as making this claim? 0 She never initiates any claim like 
this one! She simply quotes someone with an expert opinion. 

Another notable murder took place in Dallas on November 22,1963, 
the murder of Dallas police officer J.D. Tippit. This murder was 
also attributed, by Dallas police, to Oswald. There are some questions, 
though, as to Oswald's real guilt in this homicide. Gerald Posner 
claims that he has proof of Oswald's guilt, noting close witness 
Domingo Benavides. Posner claims that Benavides, in his testimony 
before the Warren Commission, said he(Benavides) had identified 
Oswald as Officer Tippit 's killer from television photos" Meagher 
claims just the opposite, and she is criticized for this claim by 



Gerald Posner?" The truth Is found in Mr. Benavides actual testimony 
to the Warren Coirmission. In his testimony, Benavides claims that 
he told police on the day of the assassination that he did not think 
he could identify Tippit's killer ? 3 Mr. Benavides was then asked 
how he knew to use the name Oswald (in reference to killer). Benavides 
said that the picture on television made him believe the murderer 
was Oswald. In his own words, "[i]t looked like a guy, resembled 
the guy"?* Benavides never made a positive identification of Oswald 
as a murderer on any occasion. Once again, Ms. Meagher was correct. 

Another simpler attack on Sylvia Meagher indicates just how 
many tactics Posner will use to misrepresent her work. Posner, 
in an appendix to Case Closed , maintains that the supposed "mystery 
deaths" surrounding the assassination are not real mysteries at 
all. He quotes Sylvia Meagher as saying that "witnesses appear 
to be dying like flies " * Meagher actually states that, "[v]iewed 
subjectively, the witnesses appear to be dying like flies". If 
Posner would have read on after this sentence, he would have found 
what else Ms. Meagher points out. In truth, no authoritative voice 
has actually rendered his or her opinion on the odds that all the 
"mystery deaths" could have happened as they have? 7 Meagher is saying 
that no one should make a conclusion either way. Like so many other 
occasions, Mr. Posner has simply distorted her words. 

And, there is yet another incident where Posner again changes 
the appearance of Meagher’s words. She, with reference to the Warren 
Report, states that the assassin may not have even been shooting 
from the sixth floor of the depository, considering the seventh 
floor has a better vantage point?* And, as stated earlier, she backs 
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this point up with evidence and photographs from the Warren Report. 
However/ Posner , Ignores the concrete foundations of her ideas and 
portrays it as nonsense. Unless the reader goes back and refers 
to Meagher's Accessories After the Fact and then to the Warren Report/ 
he or she has no way of knowing that Posner is flat out distorting 
and manipulating facts to discredit Sylvia Meagher and by doing 
such he is trying to make himself look like a knowledgable , respectable 
expert. 

Finally, and most unjustly, Gerald Posner attacks Sylvia Meagher 
as a "conmitted leftist".^ He says strongly that "her politics are 
clear throughout the book "? 0 In reality. Accessories After the Fac t 
is very objective, presenting and interpreting facts as they are. 

One example of this objectivity is Meagher's treatment of the "mystery 
deaths" in her book. She says, as has already been stated, that 
no definite professional opinion has been given on these deaths ? 1 
A more telling display of Meagher's objectivity occurs later in 
the same book. In her chapter entitled "No Conspiracy?", Meagher 
includes a very important note. She states that "[t]he known facts 
[of the investigation] are subject to several different interpretations". 
The purpose of Ms. Meagher's analysis, as she herself states, is 
only to raise doubts about the FBI's investigation into the assassination 
as well as the Warren Coitmission's purpose and objectivity in evaluating 
and interpreting the evidence they had ? 5 How could this note come 
from a woman who, according to Posner, had made her views clear 
throughout the book? These two examples are, in fact, verifiable 
proof of Sylvia Meagher’s true objectivity. 

Time and time again, Gerald Posner has proven to be, at the 



very least, a deceitful writer. If the misrepresentations Posner 
has presented to his reader are not enough to convince some people 
of his dishonesty, other things that Posner has done should. For 
example, Case Closed quotes David Lifton as saying President Kennedy's 
body only left Dallas unaltered because Govenor Connally was shot. 

When the reference to this quote is looked up, the quote is nowhere 
to be found! Also, Posner attributes a direct quote to Harold Weisberg 
on page eighteen of Posner's book. There is no book or page number 
shown in reference to this quote. It almost seems as though Posner 
does not want his quotes to be found. This type of misleading endnoting 
occurs throughout Case Closed , making it very difficult to check 
what Posner writes. 

Gerald posner relentlessly attacks those conspiracy theorists 
with holes in their stories or those that use obvious falsehoods. 

He can do little more with legitimate critics such as Harold Weisbejrg 
or Sylvia Meagher than misrepresent their actual statements or assassinate 
their character. The problem with Gerald Posner lies not in what 
he chooses to attack but in what he ignores. He ignores David R. 

Wrone's The Assassination of John j\ Kennedy: A Comprehensive , Historica l 
and Legal Bibliography, 1963-19?9 . Posner had to know about this 
book because he interviewed Wrone! He also ignores, or misrepresents 
the evidence that points to the contrary of his view of the truth. 

Most importantly. Case Closed ignores the fact that conspiracy 
theorists are of different stripes. It is easy to question a theory 
consisting of switched coffins or involving the infamous "umbrella 
man". Posner's implications are that all conspiracy theorists are 
this irrational, this extreme, in their views. The irrational writers 
have conveyed every possible explanation for the assassination they 
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can come up with. These explanations range from connections to 
Brigham Young to links to ancient Egypt K" A certain Doonsbury comic 
points out this view quite well. On one side, there is the "logical" 
view of Lee Harvey Oswald firing three shots at the President. 

Opposite that picture are all the unbelievable aspects of the conspiracy 
community: the "badge man", hundreds of conspirators, and over one 
hundred "mystery deaths" are among what is shown. The implication 
here is that, if you do not believe the Warren Conmission's version 
of the truth, you believe that which is incredible and unfathomable! 

Not at all mentioned in this cartoon is the middle of the two extremes. 

This basically unheard of viewpoint includes the likes of >Weisberg 
and Meagher, those who do not claim to have solved the murder but 
do question the investigation of it. In Harold Weisberg's words, 
the middle ground finds that," the commission failed us" and "proliferating 
conspiracy theories mislead and confuse" This view is not far- 
fetched and unfathomable. It is credible and backed up with much 
evidence. Just because many conspiracy theorists have failed to 
prove their far-fetched views, there is no reason for people to 
stop questioning the rationale and findings of the Warren Conmission. 
Simply those interested in finding the truth should look to the 
lonely and much less talked about middle ground. 
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and the objeot of study by aooial aervioe agenoiea. 

The Report doea evaluate testimony from the trained people who 
examined Oawald becauae of hla truancy, Theae inoluded Or, Renatus , 
Hartogs, a peyohlatrlat (QH2l4ff.). Although not neceaaarily valid 
with reapeot to Oawald the gan , two comments In the Report are worthy 
consideration beoauar vQf the lack of alternatives: t*¥T ^ 

» %- >m '.ft 

"It would be Incur reat, however, to believe that those _ * 

aspeota of Lee's personality whiott were observed in New* York 
oould have led anyone to predlot the outbursts of vlolenoe 
which finally occurred. ( R302 ) .v„ : 

• "Contrary to reports that appeared after the assasslna- . 

tlon, the psychlatrlo examination did not indicate that Lee 
Oswald was a potential aaeasaln, potentially dangerous, that 
hla 1 outlook on life had strongly paranoid overtones', or 
that he should be Institutionalized, " (R379.) 

A more recent psychlatrlo examination of the adult Oswald Is In 
the Commission* s record but avoided In the Report, Whlla In the So- 
viet Union, Oswald attempted auloide. He was hospitalized and at 
that time was subjected to three days of psychiatric observation. 

The psychiatrist ' s conclusion was that he was not dangerous to 

others" (18H464). » ; 

In January 1953 Oswald and hla mother returned to New Orleans, 
living Initially with relatives. His sohool work Improved but re- 
mained medloore. When in the tenth grade,! he quit sohool after 
writing a note in his mother's name saying they were leaving tcwn. , 
This was eleven days before his sixteenth birthday. He sought 
unsuccessfully to enlist in the Marines. j^Untll he was finally ac- 
cepted on October 26, 1956, he worked at"varioua Jobs, studied the 
Marina Corps manual, read much, and beoame Interested In politics. 

Just before his enlistment was to end, he obtained a fraudu- 
lent "hardship" discharge from the Marines and almost Immediately 
left the country. His destination was the Soviet Union. He arrived 
in Moscow on October 16, 1959. After first applying for Soviet citi- 
zenship, which was never granted, he went to the United States Embassy 
and delivered a written renunoiation of his citizenship, which was 
not in the proper form and was not accepted. The oonsul was able to 
divert him by various stratagems and Oawald never again made a eerioua 
effort in this direction. He worked in an, electronic s plant in Minsk, 
where he met and married on April 30, 1961, a 19-year-old pharmacist, 
Marina prusakova. A month or two later, aooording to her aocount, he 
began talking to his wife about returning to the United States. There 
. are contradictory versions whioh indicate w arina was interested in 
leaving the Soviet Union. After many difficulties and considerable 
assistance from the United States Government, including the loan of 
$435.71, the couple and their infant daughter June crossed the Soviet 
frontier on June 2, 1962. They arrived in. the United States on June 
13 and flew to Port Worth, Texas, the next day. .. . 

During, hla life in the Soviet Union, Oswald developed a thorough 
hatred for that country's political system. Pour days after his ar- 
rival in Port Worth, he asked a public stenographer to type a manu- 
script about his life in Russia and bis observations. From the time 
of his return until his murder, Oawald was never regularly employed. 

He lived in Fort Worth, New Orleans end Dallas. He made a brief trip 
to Mexico at the end of September 1963 and returned to Dellas. He 
obtained eraoloyment at the Texas School Book Depository on October lb, 
1963. after favorably Impressing the manager, Roy S. Truly, in sn in. 
tervlew. The lead on the Job came from • neighbor of Mrs, Ruth Pams, 
with whom the then pregnant Marina and the baby lived while Oswald 
sought employment in Dallas. „ 

During the I week Oswald slept in a rented cubbyhole. He. span t 
weekends with his family at the Pains home, in nearby Irving. There 
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to do it, but you don’t have the capability ... to f J m 
throe shots oontroll >d with aoouraoy, tbia boy oouldn't 
do it." 

Coramiaaiqc^Aaaiatant Counsel Wealay J. Liabalar 
baaa that JudgSwIC on tha frot that, in your own •xperiendM., it ia f 
difficult to do t&at^jrt of thing?* 1 — * 

"Mr. Andrews; fou Juat don’t pick up a rifla or a 
pistol or whatever weapon you ara uaing and atay profio- 
iant with it. T 0 u hivo to know what you ara doing. ... 

Somabody alaa pullad tha trigger ... It* a Juat 
tha 5 yaara (experience) and thinking about it a bit. i 
have firad aa muoh ai 1| 0,000 rounda of ammo a day for 7 
daya a waak. You go pretty good with it aa long aa you 
keep firing. Than I hnva gone back after 2 weeks. 1 
: ,< used to be able to take a ahotgun, go on a akaat, and 

•! pop 100 out of 100. After 2 weeks, I oould only pop 60 

of there. I would ha^ to start again, same way with tha 
rifle and maohinaguni. Every other parson I knew, same 
thing happened to th^re. You Just have to stay in it. 

Assuming what was ne^oi true, that Oswald was a akilladmarka- 
■an, how, where and with ’rhefc did ha praotioa to maintain this ski lit 
Thera is testimony from a nvmber of witnesses proving that • 
seen at shooting galleria i nnd looking like Oswald wu not and could 
1 not have bean him. Thera remains only the word of Marina, and all 
■ bo said was that In New Orleans aha saw hire praotioa using the bolt 
Ml and the scope, "dry runs", vlth a weapon aha dld n ? b 
U»in tha darkl Even her unl>al ia vable allegation that Oswald fired 00 • 
‘bullet at Oeneral Edwin WnlVer ia entirely without aupoort. | The ex- 
pert testimony by FBI Ballistics Expert Robert A. Frasier was that 
li be oould not state even the manufacture of either the rifle or the 
Lbullet (3HU29-liO).| The only bullet the Conmieaion ever knew Oswald 
i 1 . fired from his ririe waa i:his Welker bullet. 1 1 -eriter 

ft; Oswald’s marksmanship in the Marine. Corps, ■• T ?ral years 
k was poor, despite the efforts of the Report to' establish 
§It nonetheless concludes that Oswald had ttM v Q«p£lllty 
fiwhioh enabled him to commit the assassination < R1 9 ^ 95 ]. The method 
7, by which this transformation was acoomplished is of admirable sim- 
plioity : First, make lnvnlid oomparisona and then, when you get the 

lubeat possible testimony, ?.f It does not suit your purpose j Just keep 
"^■oraping the barrel until ycu do get what you want. ' 
fj During his Marine 0 o i*ps career*- Oswald was twioe tested in 
■arksmanship. The first »:ime came after an extensive P erl ° d °£. trallU 
ling and under skilled supervision, with an excellent weapon with 
hLwhloh he was thoroughly fniniliar and ammunition of unquestioned de- 
ffpendability, After first firing at . 2$0 rounds, be Jus b man- 
Ef‘ aged to make the grade miMtalcealy oalled Sharpshooter . * 

llont of three designations used by the Services to desorlbe 
f skill. It 1. actually on y th. mlddl* grade, *°P * 

t Rifleman". At that time, Oswald did make tha mlddl* grad., 

Inaar the top. In a lat.r test, wh.n not under th. lnt.ni sir. traio- 
ling, he did Tory badly. I'e Juat made tha vary bottom of tha 
fgrad. that everybody has i.o make, placing but a * ln8 J* 
the absolute minimum In the target. | And even J 1 * 1 * "*• * T !jV 

‘'weapon ha had fired sev.rnl hundred times and * relative 

Tha Commission asked tbs Marine Corps for }^ on ?S bl ® n f ”A*!i 
I to Marksmanship oapabllit! *-* of La. Harvey Oswald . From the aaa- 
j quarters of the Marina Coips oame a reeponsedatedJun.o, 9°**’ J 
1 Ll.ut.oant-Colon.1 A. 0. Folsom, Jr., head of tha Raoerda Branoh of 
fc the- Personnel Branch, "by direction of the Connandant of th. I ”£th 
[iCorps" (19H16-0). Colonel. Folsom-alao correlated profloiency tntn 
{praotioa. H. stated, "Th<> Marine Corps o<n elders that any reasona- 
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ble application of the instructions given to Marines should permit 
them to be qualified a*i at least a marksman. To become qualified as 
a sharpshooter, the Ms *ine Corps is of the opinion that most Marines 
uith a reasonable an ount of adaptability to weapons firing so become 
qualified. Consequently a low marksman qualification Indicates a 
rather poor 'shot* and a sharpshooter qualification is a fairly good 
'shot* ." 

So, Oswald at bis military best was only "fairly good" and at 
the end of hia service was a "poor shot". 

To offset this de.itruc tion of its sand castle, the Commission 
compared Oswald with a number of men who have spent their lives fir- 
ing and studying wesoons, men of the highest competence, firing 
weapons regularly as part of their livelihoods for all or most of 
their adult years, men who bad bad scientific weapons training. 

Then on Jul^ 21*, 196'*, the Commission called James A. Zabm, a Marine 
non- commissioned officr • in weapons training UlH306ff. ) . Zabm was 
willing to Oswald l good shot. But even he specified a minimum 

of ten pracrace * shots as prerequisite in the use of the telescopic 
sight (R192). And this, of course, assumed a good telescopic sight. 

After deliberation, the Report concludes that Oswald's Marine 
experience, "his otb>r rifle experience (a bad performance with a .22 
rifle) end his established familiarity with this particular weapon 
(totally non-existent) show that he possessed ample capability to 
commit the aaaassinatir a (R195). 

Just how easy won these assassination shots? Could the per- 
formance be regarded ar within the "capability" of a man who was at 
the time lejas practicec’ than when the Marine Corps several years 
earlier had evaluated Jim as a "poor shot ? 

The Commission arranged what it presumably considered a fair 
test, with its three genuine marksmen, rated as master by the Ra- 
tional J^ifle Association" (R193). " The marksmen took as much time 
as they wanted . for the first target and all hit the target. V or the 
first four attempts, J. . missed the second shot. ... Five of the six * 
shots biit. the third target ..."(R193). And they were firing at still 
targets, not moving, living tilings] 

These three really were "masters". ■ Two were civilians In the 
3m all Arms Division of the Army's Development and Proof Services, and 
ttie third man was in the Army and tiad "a considerable background as a 
rifleman" ( 3H2*l* ^) *; : ' fe t even they were not able to do what the Report 
says Lee Harvey, Os wa Id, the poor allot in the Marines,' when out of 
practice, "had' ample crpacity to commit". 

There i££io reasor to doubt that ttie ten-dollar rifle could be 
fired accural-Hly. The improbability of an assassin ordering biis 
weapon by moll when tbn same weapon was readily available locally 
(26H63).la ciot referred to in the Report, nor is biis getting such a 
cheap weapon for such serious shooting. But the testimony of the 
experts is clear and unequivocal. The rifle could be fired accurate- 
ly. (3H390ff. ) Only not at the time of the assassination, and not 
when received at the Tal laboratories in Washington, for Initial 
Vesting, or at '£ dgew >od Araenal for further fcestfs. 

Robert A. J’raziir, the FBI's expert, said, ^Wben we attempted 
to sight this rifle at Quantlco we found that the elevation adjust- 
ment in the telescopic sight was not sufficient to bring the point of 
impact to the ng point. ... every time we changed the adjusting 

screws to move the cmssbalrs in the telescopic sight in one direc- 
tion it alsq affectec tlie movement of the ... point of Impact in the 
other direction." Tie defect in the sight was structural (3HV05). 

So, "... we tie ft the rifle (alone) as soon as It become stabilised 
and fired all of our shots with the point of impact actually biigb 
and to the right". Frazier did not know the nature or the defect 
in the scope" but he had noticed a damage from which the scope tube 
could have been bent or damaged" (3Hl*06). After some experimentation^ 
they learned that "ycu oould take an aiming point' low and to the lert 
and fire accurately (3Ei*07). Such experimentation and adjustment were 
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En SPKcrcn. Sergeant Znhm, I am now going to show, you the same photo- 
fph« which I showed to Major Anderson In setting the basis for asking you 
hypothetical question on capabilities here. As the record. will show, we have 
Betoforo before the President's Commission entered ilnto evidence Exhibit 
S»47 which Is an overhead shot of Dealey Plaza. Commission Exhibit No. 
Rffwhlch I am now displaying you, Is a photograph of the Texas School 
iii ^.Depository Building. Tho ev' lence In the record indicates that the marks- 
feiiood at the point designated A” with the lower half of the window being 
‘Khhalfway, and the gun protruding out of that w l ndpw. pointing down the 
reel. cal led Elm Street In approximately the angle of my pencil which Is vir- 
Iliv^although not exactly straight down the street. Elm Street declines 3 
"ft slopes, under the triple underpa: Mil l * 

KV the evidence will further sh w, Commission Exhibits Nos. 803 and 805 
Vpectlvely depict frames 210 am 225 of the Zapruder film which Is a range 
Che first shot, from 170.0 feet I 100.8 feet. In the lower left-hand corner 
Ser designation "Photograph thi ugh rifle scope" there Is shown the view of 
pVarksman from the Blxth floor »f the depository building as he looked down 
^resident Kennedy with this pi ture being taken of a stand-in for President 
k iedy, with the white mark dei gating the spot on the president where the 

‘lulled Btnjel^Jilp^.,,, rsFimr ' 

JlOi'J 

JKRFWW 




hq>WJffi3at! 
rd r wTt^iraui^yp6ffii^r 




rasgsr; *• 

KySrotrrxB. Now taking a look til Commission Exhibit No. 602, which as the 
will show, has been Introduced Into evidence to j( depict Ihe -shot which 
k President Kennedy in the head at a distance from the rifle In the window 
{part of the President’s body lining 205.8 feet Assuming the same factors 
Turing a Mannllcher-Carcano rifle and pointing, It down Elm Street as 
Ton Commission Exhibit No. 34 7, would a marksman of Mr. Oswald's capa- 
EL’ using such a rifle with a 4-power scope be able, to strike the President 
fback of the head? Would Mr. Oswald possess the capability to complete 
Vshot which did, In this situation, strike the President In the back of the 

igeant Zaiim. Yes; I think tlml aiming at the mass'of what portion of the 
Lnt Is visible at that distance and with his equipment, he would very 
rhave attained ft hit, not necesa irlly aiming and hitting In the head. This 
Ddfhkve been a little more dlfllcii.t and probably be. to the top of his ability. 
k?aiid striking the President In the head. But assuming that be aimed 
Lass to the center portion of the President's body, he would have hit him 
leflnPely someplace, and the fact that he hit him the head, but he could 

^Srsf.'TBR. do you would have expected a man of Oswald’s capabilities at 
‘nee of 205.3 feet to strike the President someplace aiming at him under 
jircumatnnces? ,.;j »• 

tant Zaiim. Yea. . , 

Specter. And within the range of where you would expect him to bit him, 
F *at include the President’s head? tQ • , 

[WCTEn. 1 ^And* how would you characterize that Sftot^lth respect to 
^fh^-dlfflcult or not difficult? \ „ 

uaslon off the record.) .•<;*> • . 

BptcTRR. Lef. go back on the record. May tl.e record show that Sergeant 
Wk\ questioned the appearnm-e of the "photograph thr ™«h rifle P 
ppear on Exhibits Nos. 8! 5 and 002. And os the record will show, there 

309 



L0a.rrcr\ 






/Vpperudi 



X 




HI 



nro only four photographs on Exhibit No. 800 whereas there are elghfcj 
mission Exhibit N^002, so that necessarily the photograph through 
set) I 'ft Is much nmVRras It Is depicted on Exhibit No. 002, and I waE 
hear (lint In mind, 8er£fca»* ( ^ Zahm, In answering the question ns to tfb^ 
consider the shot at n die tancd.of 200,8' feet to be difficult or not cilffi 
characterise It for ine In your own words. 1 * •b(li 

Sergeant Zaiim/?I consider It still an 'easy ahot^a.Jdttle more difflcifltl 
the President’s body position and Increase in distance of approximately 
but I still consider It an easy 'shot for a tnan with the equipment he had tf 
ability. 1 "f‘ '1 

Mr. Specter. Assuming that there were three shots flred In a range * 
to (3.0 seconds, would that speed of firing at that range Indicated In Ih 
questions be within Mr. Oswald's capabilities as a marksman 7 < \ * 

Sergeant Zahm. Yes. * * ' 

Mr. Specter. What effect If any would the allneinent of the street h 
the moving vehicle In the way that It Is shown on the picture, Exhibit No7j! 

Sergeant Zaiim. This Is a definite advantage to the shooter, the vehicle 
lug directly away from him and tbo downgrade of the street, and he beln'i 
nil elevated position made an almost stationary target while he was aiming] 
very little movement If any. •, * 

Mr. Specter. How would the fact that the street had a 8* decline affect] 
difficulty of the shot r 

Sergeant Zaiim. It would make It easier because Oswald was In an elevaji 
position, mid therefore If the car was traveling dn a level terrain, It 
apparently — lie would have to keep adjusting by holding up a little bit as] 
car traveled. But by going downgrade this Just straightened out his Uni 
sight tllnt much better. ? 

Mr. Specter. So tbnt If the car had been proceeding on a level, the nssa 
would have hnd to have raised his weapon ns the distance between the rifle 
the car Increased to allow for trajectory? 

Sergeant Zaiim. No; Just to allow for the movement of the targets, the travel 
Assume that you are aiming standing nt grdund level and aiming down a llttL 
at somebody walking straight away from you, and you could hold your AnfceTJ 
and point to him and never hnve to move It But when he gets to the bottoi 
of the hill and the ground levels out, then as he continues on you have to point] 

your finger ‘ . l' 

Mr. 8pecter. Raise your finger as you are Indicating with your finger now? 
Sergeant Zahm. Right; you would, have, to raise your finger to track tl 
target. • f ' ' L 

Mr. SPECTEn. So that If you were aiming at a man in a moving car drlvlni 
on the horizontal, as lie got farther away from you, would you (a) hold youxj 
rifle at the same level, (b) lower It, or (c) raise It? . ‘ 

Sergeant Zaiim. If you were In an elevated, a slightly elevated position, and! 
he wns driving on straight level terrain, you would have to continually trackj 
and raise your weapon as he Increased bis distance from you. 

Mr. Specter. And If he wns going down In an angle of descent, would 
decrease the necesHiy for you to raise your rifle In tracking him? 1 

Sergeant Zahm. Right; It would slow the movement down. There still might] 
be a slight movem- 'it, but It wouldn’t be as fnst. Therefore, not affecting the 
alining or possibly having to Introduce a lead In your aiming, because the target] 
Is staying relatlvel In the same position on the line of sight. 1 1 ^ 

Mr. Specter. S«> 'ben It would hnve been an aid to the assassin to have had the^ 
Prealdent's car gHnr on a downgrade because that would have taken Into con; 
slderntlon some «f (he adjustment necessary by virtue of the greater distance^ 
between the rifle end the victim? k 

Sergeant Zaiim Yes. ... t4>1 *.i 

Mr. Specter. Do you have anything to odd, Sergeant Zahm, which you tnlnkjj 

might be helpful In Mils analysis? 

8ergeant Zahm. No, sir; I don’t think so. ' n , - 1 

Mr. Specter. Thank you very much for appearing before the Commission! 

today, elr. ” * ~ ..11 
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curlier. 



'• Mr. Belin. Was he averago weight, slender, or heavy? . i ,r ? .. 

Mr. Benavides. I would say be wai average weight 1 . •.•/* f. ; . 

* Mr. Belin. What color hair did he have? jjivj * t .. •• v 

Mr. Benavides. Oh, dark. I mean not dark. . * .*•» i*i.. . 

;» Mr. Belin. Black hair? i . ». (\ f 

Mr. Benavides. No. Not black or brown, Just kind of a 

Mr. Belin. My <plor hair? . 

Mr. Benavides. Yes. . t i^a;’ • 

Mr. Beun. You say he Is my sise, my weight, and my color hair? 

Mr. Benavides. He kind of looks like — well, his hair was a little bit < 

Mr. Belin. Anything else about him that looked like me. , . 

Mr. Benavides. No. that Is all. imjh * | 

Mr. Belin. What about his skin? Was lie fnlr complexloned or dark com- 
plexloned? j • . . ,| 

Mr. Benavides. He wasn’t dark. j j| if ^ , . , , 

Mr. Beun. Average complexion ? * _-. x . }'■ j . 

Mr. Benavides. No ; a little bit inrker than average. ... 

Mr. Beun. My complexion? % . |f . j 

Mr. Benavides. I wouldn't sn? that any more., f I would sny he Is about your 
complexion, air. Of course he 1 oked, his skin looked a Utle bit ruddier than 
mine. . j 

Mr. Belin. His Bkln looked ruddier than mine? ( - r . f , 

I might say for the record, that I was not in. Dallas on November 22, 1063. 
Mr. BENAvmE8. No. Just your tire. • » |>r,v . ,T . 

Mr. Beun.. Did he look like mr? ivyr.** . * * *n 

Mr. Benavides. No ; your face, not your face, but Just your size. ' > < 

Mr. Belin. Okay, well, I thank you. I was flying from St. Louis to Des 
Moines, Iowa, at about this time. ,;$•»< ■ { . ! .i *.i.* 1 • • 

Is there anything else 7 . ’.V(v •* *•?. “ f 

Mr. Benavides. I remember the back of his head seemed like hla hairline was 
sort of — looked like hla hairline sort of wentlsquare Instead of tapered off, 
and he looked like he needed a haircut for about 2 weeks, but his hair didn’t 
taper off, it kind of went down and squared off and made his. head look flat 
In back. ffjfo m j 

Mr. Belin. When you put these two shells that you found in this cigarette 
package, what did you do with them? .r I .. 

Mr. Benavides. I gave them to an officer. j.v«- , • ( v.p i 

. Mr. Belin. That came out to the scene shortly after? “ # p «»• j r 

Mr. Benavides. Yes, sir. ?j/ Tjjjtyj' l t |» ; in*. 

Mr. Belin. Do you remember the name of the officer? '//: l .V* 

Mr. Benavides. No, sir; I didn’t even ask, him. I Just told him that. this 
was the shells £l»at he had fired, and I handed them to him. Seemed like he was 

a young guy, maybe 24. v **V v (• : j • 

Mr. Beun. How old would you soy the man that you saw with gun was? . 

Mr. Benavides. I figured he was around 25. I'Ll ; | .it.: 

Mr. Belin. When the officers came out there, did you tell them what you had 
seen? .< ,a»- am » .i(; 

Mr. Benavides. No, sir. \ * *•»*.. ! f« 

. Mr. Beun. What did you do? t, ;i. riy • i 

Mr. Benavides. I left right after. I give the shells to the officer, 
oround and went bnck and we returned to work. »•« *i ■ »i 

Mr. Belin. Then what happened? Did the officers ever get In touch with 
you? ; 

, Mr. Benavides. ill?# *P.T) f&fc r < 
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them what I had seen, find' they asked hie if I could Idehtlfy hltriritid:l#Bal 

uonvmKfTm i ' - L . ■■■ * ‘-"Aii: yfc 

At thls.Jlme ^ wai mirei*I- waan’t sika.that t^qould or not ^1 trasn t! 
to sny 1 could Identify audio down and couldn’t hate. * ] [ 

Mr. Delin. Did he ever tnke yota to the police station and ask you If 
could Identify him? rO lii 

Mr. Barr avides. No ; they didn't. 
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Mr. Beum. Were they newspaper pictures or television pictures, or both^oi 
neither?* 1 •" 1 ‘ 1 • ' 1 ‘ 0m * 

Mr. Benavides. Well, television pictures and newspaper pictures. The thing 
lasted about a month, I believe, It seemed like. ; ^ 

Mr. B eli rv. Pardon, t 

Mr. Benavides. I showed— I believe they showed pictures of him every * 
for a long time there. 

Mr. Deli it. Did you talk lo anyone at all there that witnessed what was 
going on? ">» "«"1 

Mr. Beit avides. No; sure didn’t. There was people that asked me what 
happened, catne'up In the crowd there and asked me what happened, and l 
said Just the policeman got shot. • ' , / ' 

Mr. Belin. Tou talked to Ted Callaway, did you? ' * 

Mr. Benavides. No; afterward. Yo»u know, I told' your— I told him, he asked 
me when we went, when Ted Callaway got around there, he opened the car door 
and picked up the phone *and called In and told them there was an officer that 
had been killed. But the officer on the other side of the radio" told him to hang 
up the phone to keep the lines clear, or something of that sort. 

Then he Jumped out and ran around and he asked me did I see what hap- 
pened, and I said yes. And he said let’s cliaBe him, and I said no. 

Mr. B elx if. Why did you say "No”? “M 

Mr. BEif avides. Well,, he was reaching down and getting the gun out of the 
policeman’s hand, and I didn’t think he should bother to go like that. So he 
then turned around and went to the cab that was sitting on the corner. 

Mr. B ezj if. This cab? ' 1 

Mr. BEif avides. Yes. There was a cab sitting— oh, there Isn’t a sidewalk on 
Patton Street. I mean there Is sidewalks, but not a curb, and this cab had 
pulled In there by the atop sign. 

Mr. BELiif. Which way was the cab headed on Patton 8treet? 

Mr. BEif avides. It was headed north on Patton Street 

Mr. Belii?. Was It on» the south side of 10th or the north side of 10th when 
It was parked there? . 

Mr. BEif avideb. It would.be on the south side of 10th. 

Mr. B eli rr. Was It on the east Bide of Patton or the west? . ‘ 

Mr. Benaviiw*’ ~~ 'd be on the east side of Patton. 

the Bldewalk on Bast 10th wtfuld the front part 
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part of the cab was, I would say, maybe 5 or 0 



rt of, If It had been a curb there, he would be up 
| • » 

then got In the taxicab and the taxicab edme 
hlcb way he went I told him he went down 
and come to find out later Ted had already 

i. •» \ •** N ; 

ter be bad seen him go by? ’ ' 
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Chapter 21 

No Conspiracy? 






liVo/e- In the analysis of the "auio demonstration” episode and others which 
few it is not the writer’s intention to suggest that Oswald was the instrument 
fof a conspiracy. The known facts are subject to several different interpretations, 
|including P the practice of deliberate impersonation. The analysis seeks only to 
HLe legftimate questions abou. the performance of FBI agents who mv«Ugated 
?the assassination and about the competence and good faith with whic 
^Warren Commission pursued, evaluated, and reported the evidence. 



The Auto Demonstration 



I j. 






|The Warren Report devotes little more than a page to by 

r Albert Guv Bogard, a car salesman. His allegations and the manner in which 
Cy weVe Ldfed are more important than suggested by the space they receive 

1“ STL, Bogart's .tM "to to- to -»> <?*** ** 

'cause it suggests the possibilitv that Oswald may have been a proficient automo- 
November hava U-J £ 

• Which to purchase a car." (WR 320) The faett, as |t»^ > “ 

320-321, are that Bogard a car 

' MrivbfoverTe Summons Freewav at high soeed and had said that he would 
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Chronology 



6:45 (approx.) 
6:45 (approxO 
6:55 

6:55-7:05 

6:55-77 

6:55-7:05 

7:05 



7:17 

7:30 

8:00 

8:15 

8:50 

10:00 

10:30 

11:00-12:00 
midnight 
12:00 midnight 



Dennis David observes arrival of black hearse at rear 
entrance with plain metal casket, accompanied by 6-7 
men in plain clolhes 

Shipping casket brought into morgue; Paul O’Connor 
reports JFK’s body wrapped in body bag; no brain inside 
head. O’Connor recollects this occurred at 8:00 p.m. 

Navy ambulance arrives at Bethesda front entrance 
Jacqueline Kennedy enters hospital 

Dennis David and Jerrol Custer (carrying exposed X-ray 
film) see Jacqueline Kennedy enter hospital 
McHugh argues with admirals 
Military officials confer at door of ambulance 
Ambulance drives off 

casket team loses ambulance; chase according to Clark 

and Felder; two fruitless roundtrips to rear, according to 
Banfum; confusion caused by two ambulances 

PBI accompanies Dallas casket to morgue entrance 

FBI prevented from entering morgue 

Time of preparation for autopsy, according to FBI 
Kellerman’s estimate of latest time body arrived at morgue 
• and autopsy began 

Casket team carries in Dallas casket, assisted by McHugh 
Time of first incision, according to FBI 
Secret Service givys bullet 399 to FBI lab 
Two bullet fragments found in car 

Autopsy formally begins, according to Dr. Ebersole, who 
saw the throat wound sutured 

Sibert and O’Neill telephone headquarters from morgue; 
informed of bullet found on Dallas stretcher 
Humes states autopsy results— two shots from rear 



November 23, 1963 
12:26 a.m. EST 
1:45 
2:00 
3:56 
6:00 
«;3€L- 
fcOOtk# 

sometime that 
morning 



Oswald charged in President’s assassination 
Sibert and O’Neill bring metal Segments to FB t lab 
Sibert and O’Neill teletype autopsy results to Dallas 



cqueline Kennedy accompanies body to White House 
hicago FBI find Oswald’s order for rifle at Klein’s 
BI Agent Drain arrives in with rifle 

BI receives clothing from Secret 
BI lab matches gun and bullets 
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Lonely Man in the Middle 

It took 27 years, but David Bdia. writing with Gerald 
R. Ford, has finally said one thing with which I agree: 
Nigel Turner's A&E networx senes The Men Who Killed 
Kennedy* and Oliver Stone's current amnerdafanon 
and exoloitation of that great tragecy are both very, very 
bad (“Kennedy Assassination: How About the Truth?* 
op-ed. Dec. 19|. 

I am responsible for what Stone has converted into a 
nonenstmg “establishment* pres^CA conspiracy to de- 
stroy him and his movie. I gave reaorter George Lardner 
Oliver Stone's script, which is based on former New 
Orleans district attorney Jim Garraon’s fantasy of self- 
justification, his book “On the Trail ci the Assassins." 

Belin. as he has in the oast ana with the same dirties, 
insists chat he and the Warren C anmasmn were right 
soietv because they sav mey were 

Like other aerenaers at me Warren reoort. Belin 
demanded. “Where s the new eraence?" As l snowed in 
my first book of 26 yean ago. ‘Wacewasfa: The Report on 
the Warren Report" no new cn amce was ne ed e d because 
the evidence the cnmmisann had csproves as cnnchranns. 

It is not easy, but Belin is hemg unfair to Jim Garrison. 
To do this he had to mnnamcT me most basic conduszoG 
of the Warren Report that he msecs s the truth, the 
sequence of and time penmaed fir the three shots that in 
all rubral “solutions" Lee Harvey Oswald fired. 

Beiin writes that “Gamsoo soars only af three shots 
being fired within 5 to 5.6 seance." Garrison did not write 
that The commisskxi did — without any R*im dis- 

sent. Now that Belin can no longer pretend nor to know 
that the world's best shots, meanin g the “ m as ter s* used 
by the commission, could nor duplicate the shooting 
attributed to Oswald within the commission's 5.6 se conds , 
he conjectures — in open connaacoon of the report he 
j p 5 «r 5 was accurate— that "the mnst probable tong span 
of Oswald's three shoes was around 10 seconds." 

As in the past Beta repeats wnat is not true, not even - 
possible, that thee is "unequrrocai ballistics evidence 
which shows that ... the buuet that passed through 
President Kennedy's neck and snick Gov. Connaily" was 
fired by Oswald from the tear. 

There is no such evidence, hagsric or otherwise. This is 




the theory invented by now Sen. Arien Specter, known as 
the “single-bullet theory" featuring “the magic bullet." 

Belin refers to all the supposed experts who confirmed 
this official fiction. He is careful not to refer to the actual 
findings of a Department of Justice panel of the most 
preeminent forensic pathologists. 1 published every word 
of what they filed in facsimile in my “Post Morten* in 
1975. Belin had it and was reading it that November when 
we debated at Vanderbilt University. 

The report on the examination of the JFK autopsy 
pictures and X-rays by this panel of experts proves the 
commission was wrong in locating the fatal wound in the 
president's head: it was four inrhg* higher than the 
commission # • 

That magic and u n s c ar red bullet that Bcfersayxinfikaed 
seven nnnfar^ wounds an both victims, smashing r * > * of 
Connaily' s nfas and his wrist, and did not strike bone that 
would have deflected it as it transited the president's n-Ht. 
actually deposited five bane fragments in chat area. 

It was oireaoy a poysoi impossibility for this magic 
bullet to have the imagined career in ai spensah i e to'the 
lone-assassin “solution." But if any had entered 
Kennedy's back, the commission knowingly miskxated the 
hole it left. That hole is four or more inches lower than the 
• commission said and in the haHr qqc the ***** This is 
verified in some of the “new” evidence, winch I p»hlkh*H 
and had— the rg fT i fifan» of Anrh 

The rest of the nffirni career of tins ma giral hniw. and 
: there is nothing like this career in science or mythology, is 
that in transiting the president's from h*rV to f mrt ± 
went through the president's shirt raflar and the of 
his tie. It did not. and of the commissioa and its staff, 
including Belin. knew i L \ 

Sp ect er questioned Charles Carrico, the only Ayyn r 
who saw the president before any emergency procedure in 
Parkland Hospital and before any of his dothing was 
removed. Specter did not ask Cameo where the anterior 
neck wound was located. Former CIA director and com- 
mission member Allan Dulles then did ask this question.. 
Carrico pomced to above his collar! . 

Those I9 .Humpty-Dumptys Bdm refers to as experts 
cannot alter this truth, which destroys the axnshssian's 



conclusions. With the hnflff hole “above" the skis collar, it 
could not have caused the damage to the collar ad be. 

If the fflmmk qpn haH done its job. it would taw j pwfw 
‘what I did via the Freedom of Informanon *** a dear 
picture of- the damage to the president's shirt ***** • 
With the bu tt on and the button bole exactly in fine and 
with the pattern at each end of the collar abo m ww Tr f in g 
exactly, the damages to the ends af - the collar that 
overlapped when buttoned as it was do not rrw»-ki* as 
they would have if caused by a bullet. . ' 

The damage to each side is a slit, not a hole made by a 
bullet. Both slits are hayed. On the president's right, a* 
worn, the slit begins b el ow the neckband aod *** * *** * 
downward. It is only about half the length of the sfit in the 
left s id e as worn. This larger slit wtw« upward well onto 
the neckband, to where, if caused oy a befleL.it • 
have str uck the button. 

The button s unscathed. 



The daxsage to the shirt was oat caused by sy bofleL 
It was caused, as rtw uamcnpc mmcatesL 

in emergency procedures. Cameo Hg m n m w am ii this for 
me by grasping his own be with his left hand and making 
anting moonns upward and d ownw ard with bn right hand. 

• He told mewhat he was not asked by the aamassno. bar 

two under hxs s upervis ion cut the tie off w it h a 

scalpel There was no o hm » to untie the It was the 
scaipef that made the Min in the shirt rn ^ rr 

Fewer ponh&abons from Belin would tsde less ap pro- 
priate when applied to him ha casngarkm of Stone and 
Turner, who deserve it abac “False ch ar ges . are a 
•delegation to the memory of President Remedy.'" * 
The Stones of' one extreme the Besas of the other 
confuse, ansiead and deceive the people. 

* What gets lost in all this controversy a that ther e is a * 

• middle ground. I confess lonesness in my oompancy a£iL r 

. it a the ground toaf firvfe the twinH at td 

- pr ov es this. with fact and i ^t iai It afoo 

finriv that the proliferating conspiracy r h* * *»» » 
mnfrn* 2 S tniu-fi 23 QT more the *Jfi*i*l 

nnnr i us i nm . ; •* 

• • # r . . t 
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